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EDITORIAL 

As all readers will now know, the party found the courage last 
Autumn to break with the past and choose a new chairman to lead 
the party into a new century. 

The beneficial changes have already become apparent. Most 
notably, British Nationalist, the party’s paper has been replaced by 
a new paper — The Voice of Freedom. Voice of Freedom is, without 
doubt, an extremely significant step forward for the party. 

Created in response to popular demand, Voice of Freedom is 
cheaper, has more pages, more colour and for the first time, the party 
has something that actually looks like a mass distribution newspaper. 
Furthermore, the cost implications of using newsprint mean that the 
party can move towards making it a mass distribution newspaper. In 
addition, bulk rates mean that branches can realistically order it for 
leaflet purposes within target wards. It was this tactic that saved the 
party’s deposit in Dewsbury, W. Yorks in 1997. In Northern Ireland, the 
DUP have won seats using the same tactic although from a higher 
initial voter base. Even so, seeding target wards now followed by the 
hard work of canvassing mean that the party can realistically look 
forward to winning council seats within two or three years time. 

While The Voice of Freedom has been an instant runaway success, 
it is a sorry note that the party’s previous Chairman was first pressed 
to take the party paper to newsprint 5 or 6 years ago. As with so much 
else, ambition and vision was lacking. That is why it was right for the 
party to make the change it did last Autumn. 

The continuing increase in professionalism which the party is 
pursuing is proof of its commitment to building a winning political 
machine. The old barriers to our political progress are coming down, 
whether they be increasingly unrealistic media-stereotyping, greater 
political acceptance from the public, or the party finally sloughing off 
the dank odour of yesteryear’s politics. 

That the party continues to progress, that it found the courage to 
embrace a new leader with the vision to take the BNP forward is a 
cause for celebration. This editor is very pleased that the party has 
had such a beneficial outcome. Pleased too that Patriot has played no 
small part in that outcome. 

Patriot’s strapline bears the words ‘Nationalism for the Future’. What 
that future holds can best be seen on the continent of Europe where 
nationalists left the outmoded ‘politics’ that the BNP has only shed in 
fits and starts, quite recently, some twenty or so years ago. 

Most recently, of course, Jorg Haider’s Freedom Party (FPO) entered 
the Austrian government as a coalition partner. This has generated a 
lot of heat from the media, but it wasn’t long ago that Gianfranco Fini 
entered the Italian government in a similar way with his National 
Alliance. 

Neither the FPO nor the NA are perfect nationalists, but the venom 
these parties generate from their own national media lead voters in 
those countries to believe that they are voting for ‘racists’ and 
‘extremists’. This shows two things: First: image cultivation is important 
and second: principles need not be abandoned since the media will 
never be friendly. These two points need careful weighing and can be 
summed up in one word: judgement. Judging what the people believe 
is reasonable, not the press because the press cannot be pleased. 
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Tony Lecomber takes a look at... 

THIS MAY’S ELECTIONS 2000 


Two-borough constituencies were called 
by their two names. 

Three-borough constituencies differ: 

North East (Islington; Hackney; 

Waltham Forest) 


City and East (City of London; Tower 
Hamlets; Newham; Barking & Dagenham) 


City of London 



West Central 

(Hammersmith & Fulham; 
Kensington & Chelsea; City 
of Westminster) 

South West (Hounslow; 

Kingston-upon-Thames; 

Richmond-upon-Thames) 


Greater London 
Assembly (GLA) 
area comprised 
fourteen 
constituencies of 
more than one 
borough each 


W ith the tabloid press 
declaring war on the 
asylum seekers, the 
notable thing about the 
elections this May, 
given the BNP’s well-known stance on 
immigration control, was the extent to 
which the party was ignored by the media 
which was desperate in its desire to see 
the BNP poll poorly. 

Elections this May could broadly be split 
in two — the London mayoral and Greater 
London Assembly elections plus the usual 
round of borough, city and district elections 
around the country. 

In London, the mayoral race was 
overshadowed by the events surrounding 
Labour MP ‘Red’ Ken Livingstone throwing 
his hat in the ring as an independent and 
being expelled from the Labour party as a 
result. Clearly the favourite amongst 
London Labour party members and among 
the public at large (who seem to have 
forgotten his mad antics in charge of the 
last London-wide body — the GLC), 
Livingstone was blocked by the Labour 
machine from becoming the official Labour 
candidate which led to his nomination as an 
independent. 

The BNP, which always intended fielding 
a party list for the proportional 
representation part of the GLA elections, 
threw its hat into the mayoral ring when it 
was announced that mayoral candidates 



DAVE HILL: 
Top slate candidate 


would get free postal delivery of their 
election addresses. National Press Officer 
and life-long Londoner Mike Newland 
was the BNP candidate. 

Free postal delivery to every voter, not 
just every household, made the costs of 
nomination (£ 10,000) and having an election 
address included in the official election 
booklet (£10,000) well worthwhile. That 
meant 5 million BNP election addresses 
going out in London. In many cases these 
would have reached areas that hadn’t seen 
nationalist, let alone BNP, literature for 
more than twenty years. 

In the event, this consisted of two pages 
in an official government booklet along 
with all the other candidates. Furthermore, 
the booklet format meant that non-delivery 
of election material was not a factor. 

LONDON CAMPAIGN 

While the booklet represented the major 
thrust of the party’s propaganda effort, the 
comparatively small size of the party’s 
London organisation compared to the size 
of London meant that a traditional leafleting 
operation to back up the main campaign 
would have made little impact. The 
innovative GLA calling cards which were 
very quickly left on parked cars, and the 


three loudspeaker vehicles that the party 
deployed, reached far more people than it 
otherwise would have. 

120,000 calling cards distributed, and 
every London borough covered by the 
speaker vehicles, meant that a sizeable 
proportion of Londoners knew that the 
BNP was definitely in the contest and not 
just there to make up the numbers. Good 
responses received by the vehicles 
convinced those manning them that this 
operation definitely paid off. 

While the media generally ignored the 
party campaign, several published interviews 
with Mike Newland, the party’s mayoral 
candidate, did appear in local newspapers 
and proved helpful, but the main thrust of 
media interest was from poisonous tabloids 
like The Express and The Mirror. These 
titles were refused co-operation by the 
BNP and a consequent lack of quotes from 
party officials meant that media hacks 
were either unable to smear the party by 
printing allegations from opponents 
‘balanced’ by quotes from the BNP, or 
were only able to produce rather lame 
pieces which weren’t seriously damaging. 
The credit for this successful strategy 
must go to BNP mayoral candidate and 
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MIKENEWLAND: 
BNP Mayoral candidate 


Press Officer Michael Newland, who also had 
a major influence in the message of the party’s 
sober and sensible election address which will 
have gone a long way to build upon the party’s 
growing reputation as a sensible and serious 
political party. 

There were four votes for Londoners: two 
for the mayor (a first and second preference 
vote); one for a GLA constituency member and 
one for a party list. The BNP’s party list 
candidates were Dave 
Hill, Peter Hart, Ken 
Francis, Michael 
Davidson, Paul 
Ferguson and Frank 
Walsh. The party list 
operated on the D’Hondt 
system of proportionality 
and the constituency 


members were elected by first past the post. 
The mayor was elected with 50 per cent plus 
one of first preference votes and if this wasn’t 
achieved, then by eliminating all but the top two 
candidates and dividing the second preference 
votes of those eliminated among the top two to 
determine the winner. 

The BNP list polled 47,670 votes. This was 
2.87% of the vote, which comfortably topped 
the 2.5% figure needed to retain the party’s 
£5,000 party list deposit. 

Comparing this vote 
with the London Euro 
election vote of last year 
shows a jump of 83%, 
not quite a doubling of the 
party ’ s share, although the 
number of votes went up 
by nearly 30,000 — up 
more than 2Vi times. 

This vote was better 
than all the minors 
including the London 
Socialist Alliance (LSA) 
and the UK Independence 
Party (UKIP) which polled 
20,597 and 13,616 less 
than the BNP respectively. 
Indeed, the BNP got more 
votes than the extreme left 
Arthur Scargill’s Socialist 
Labour Party and the 


NBW BNP COUNCILLOR! 



In last month’s round of elections, the BNP once more 
emerged with a councillor. At the close of nominations for 
Bromyard and Winslow parish council on Herefordshire 
District council, there were only 16 candidates for the 18 
available places and the BNP’s John Haycock was one of 
them among a field of mostly independents. 

For several weeks before the official May 4th election date 
therefore, the BNP knew that it had its first councillor for more 
than 6 I /2 years. While this election isn’t in the same league as 
the party’s Millwall win, it’s nevertheless welcome and provides 
an opportunity for the party to exercise a limited amount of 
power, show that the party is responsible and gain a certain 
amount of credibility. 

John Haycock, 60, joined the BNP in 1995 and plunged 
himself into the necessary business of elections straight 
away by contesting his local Bromyard ward in the 1995 
District Council elections and then again in 1997 as well as 
contesting the Leominster seat at the 1997 General Election 
and making up one of the party’s slate of candidates for the 
W. Midlands region in last year’s European Election. 

A willing and able activist at local level, John’s persistence 
has paid off with his unopposed election to the town council. 
There is little doubt that John will prove an able councillor and 
a credit to the party. 
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LONDON 2000 GLA BNP/UKIP/LSA COMPARATIVE PARTY LIST TABLE 

Constituency 

BNP vote 

BNP% 

UKIP vote 

UKIP% 

LSA vote 

LSA% 

Redbridge & Havering 

5,170 

4.36 

2,974 

2.7 

967 

0.9 

City & East 

7,763 

6.6 

2,977 

2.7 

1,844 

1.7 

North East 

3,515 

2.61 

2,156 

1.7 

5,556 

4.3 

Enfield & Haringey 

2,634 

2.21 

2,278 

2.0 

2,564 

2.3 

Barnet & Camden 

2,217 

1.64 

2,037 

1.6 

2,421 

1.9 

Brent & Harrow 

1,955 

1.77 

1,943 

1.9 

1,299 

1.2 

Ealing & Hillingdon 

3,823 

2.92 

2,387 

1.9 

1,261 

1.0 

Merton & Wandsworth 

2,176 

1.77 

2,122 

1.8 

1,264 

1.0 

South West 

2,625 

1.79 

2,772 

2.0 

1,251 

0.9 

West Central 

1,627 

1.38 

1,943 

1.7 

1,439 

1.3 

Bromley & Bexley 

5,060 

3.43 

3,746 

2.6 

721 

0.5 

Greenwich & Lewisham 

3,487 

3.3 

2,117 

2.1 

2,274 

2.3 

Croydon & Sutton 

3,206 

2.47 

2,902 

2.4 

907 

0.7 

Lambeth & Southwark 

2,412 

2.16 

1,700 

1.6 

3,305 

3.1 


LONDON 2000 BNP MAYORAL RESULTS 

Constituency 

BNP 1st pref vote 

BNP% 

BNP 2nd pref vote 

Redbridge & Havering 

3,938 

3.4 

5231 

City & East 

5,081 

4.5 

4839 

North East 

2,454 

1.6 

3078 

Enfield & Haringey 

1,967 

1.7 

2784 

Barnet & Camden 

1,451 

1.1 

2285 

Brent & Harrow 

1,362 

1.3 

2022 

Ealing & Hillingdon 

2,679 

2.1 

3700 

Merton & Wandsworth 

1,468 

1.2 

2259 

South West 

1,862 

1.3 

2977 

West Central 

999 

0.9 

1870 

Bromley & Bexley 

3,785 

2.6 

5569 

Greenwich & Lewisham 

2,562 

2.5 

2987 

Croydon & Sutton 

2,389 

1.9 

3686 

Lambeth & Southwark 

1,572 

1.4 

2050 


London Socialist 
Alliance combined. 

In fact only the 
Christian Peoples’ 

Alliance and the 
Greens did better; 
and with 47,670 
party list votes, the 
BNP obtained a 
tenth of the Con¬ 
servative vote. 

Within the list 
vote, certain const¬ 
ituencies stand out. 

City & East (which 
comprises City of 
London, Tower 
Hamlets, Newham 
and Barking & 

Dagenham) clocked up 
7,763 votes or 7.1% of 
the poll. This average 
compares with the 
party’s highest votes 
in this area back in 1997 
of 7.5% and 7.1% in 
Bethnal Green & Bow 
and Poplar & Canning 
Town. Clearly, these 
areas are registering 
even stronger support, 
while areas like Barking 
(2.7% in ’97) and 
Dagenham (2.5%) are 
also experiencing a rise 
in support. 

In next-door Redbridge and Havering, 
the vote of 5,170 for a poll of 4.6% shows 
an even more marked change. Votes in 
1997 in Ilford S., Ilford N. and Romford of 
1.2%, 1.5% and 1.2% have rocketed 
upwards. 

Votes in South and West London show 
that it’s not only East London where the 
party has resonance. Greenwich & 
Lewisham saw a vote of 3,487 for 3.5% of 
the poll and in Bromley & Bexley, the party 
gained 5,060 votes for 3.6% of the vote 
which is up massively on the 0.9% 
Bexleyheath & Crayford result back in 
1997 — a four-fold increase. And in Ealing 
& Hillingdon, the party took 3,823 votes 
for 3.1 % of the poll. Again, this is a massive 
five-fold improvement on the party’s 1997 
showing in Uxbridge, which amounted to 
just 0.6%. 

The 14 GLA constituencies which 
weren’t contested by the party went six to 
Labour and eight to the Conservatives. The 
eleven top-up seats saw all parties not 
surmounting the 5% threshold eliminated 
from the next stage of the shareout and this 
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included the BNP, leaving only the 
Conservatives, Labour, Lib-Dems and 
Greens who had total votes of: 

Conservative 481,053 
Labour 502,874 
Lib-Dem 245,555 
Green 183,910 

With the D’Hondt formula of votes/ 
seats already won + 1 and with six Labour 
seats already won and eight Tory, with 
none for either the Greens or Lib-Dems, 
the D’Hondt formula for the 1st top up seat 
was as follows: 

Conservative 53,450 (481,053/9) 
Labour 71,839 (502,874/7) 
Lib-Dem 245,555 — elected 
Green 183,910 

Top up seat number two thus altered the 
Lib-Dem vote to 122,777 making the 
183,910 Green votes the highest for seat 
number two and giving it to them, followed 
by one for the Lib-Dems, then Green, Lib- 
Dem, Labour, Labour, Lib-Dem, Green, 
Labour and finally Conservative. 

The eleven seats were thus shared out as 
follows: Lib-Dem: 4; Green: 3; Labour: 3 
(making 9 overall) and; Conservative: 1 


(making 9 overall). 

Interestingly the 
Tories won the 
11th seat with 
53,450 D’Hondt 
formula votes or 
3.22% of all good 
votes. The BNP 
fell short of this 
by only 5,780 or 
0.35% not with¬ 
standing the 5% 
threshold designed 
to shut out small 
parties, and indeed 
the Christian 
Peoples’ Alliance 
with 55,192 votes 
can consider themselves 
hard done by the 
machinations of anti¬ 
democratic Labour 
figures like Nick 
Raynesford and Oona 
King who urged for a 
high threshold spec¬ 
ifically to “keep out the 
BNP.” 

Some of the most 
encouraging figures to 
emerge in London were 
in the mayoral election. 
Mike Newland’s first 
preference votes of 
33,569 amounted to 
2.0% of the vote while his second 
preference votes from other voters of 
45,337 came to another 3.2%. That’s a 
whopping 78,906 Londoners (5.2 %) who 
voted for a BNP mayor! This figure is 
1 1Vi% of Labour’s Frank Dobson’s total, 
12% of the Tory’s Steven Norris and only 
just under 10% of the number that 
actually elected Ken Livingstone to be 
London’s mayor. 

Further analysis shows that with one- 
third of London voters now coming from 
what it pleases ‘liberals’ to call ethnic 
‘minorities’, the BNP picked up something 
like 7.8% of the entire white vote. 

In our best constituency, City & East, 
the facts are even more worthy of note: 
Mike Newland took 9,920 first and second 
preference votes, in which a 
total of 114,022 electors voted for a mayoral 
candidate. This means that 8.7% of valid 
votes in East London were for a BNP 
mayor. And while some non-whites 
undoubtedly do vote BNP, most do not. 
And staying with a one-third non-white 
London average, this means that 13% of 
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white East Enders backed the British 
National Party! 

In last June’s European elections, just 
under 18,000 London electors voted 
BNP. This time, just 11 months later, 
78,906 Londoners backed us — a hefty 
four-fold increase in our vote. 

In the process of notching up this big 
rise, the BNP saw off UKIP in every 
London constituency (getting twice UKIP’s 
first preference vote) as well as in 11 out of 
14 London constituencies in the party list 
contest — all despite the BBC giving UKIP 
a TV broadcast while denying one to the 
BNP. This merely confirms that outside of 
European elections, UKIP have nothing to 
say to the electorate. 

A study of where second preference 



Steve Edwards 
Tipton Green candidate 
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votes came from 
and went to 
provides interesting 
reading. One-third 
of Mike Newland’s 
voters (10,243) 
gave their second 
preference votes to 
Steven Norris, 
while 4,091 gave it 
to UKIP’s Damian 
Hockney, with 
3,376 giving it to 
Ken Livingstone. 
On the other hand, 
Mike’s second 
preference votes 
came variously 
from Steven Norris 
(Con) 23,247; Ken Livingstone (Ind) 
10,773; Frank Dobson (Lab) 1,871; Susan 
Kramer (Lib-Dem) 2,938 and Damian 
Hockney (UKIP) 2,255. 

This pattern of vote sharing shows that 
there is much scope for the BNP to make 
inroads into the vote of both the right 
(Conservatives) and the left (Labour), 
allowing that the popular Labour vote went 
to Livingstone rather than Dobson. And 
that a sizeable portion, although by no 
means all, of UKIP’s vote can also be won. 

BIG VOTES 
OUTSIDE OF LONDON 

The most noteworthy point of the 
elections outside of London was the 
dramatic increase in the party ’ s vote almost 
everywhere. The message also seems to be 
getting through that council elections need 
to be contested on a much wider basis and 
that much more work has got to be put into 
these contests. 

Outside of London, the seats contested 
yielded an average 9.3% of the vote — up 
from 7.9% last year — a rise of more than 
a third. The region to contest the most seats 
— the West Midlands increased its average 
vote to 10.8% — up from 6.8% last year — 
the same rise of more than a third. 
Encouragingly, in not a single contest did 
the party’s vote dip below a 3% share of the 
vote, shedding the old pattern of poor votes 
masked by a few good ones. 

The small increase in seats contested, up 
from 12 last year to 15 this year, is also 
good considering a complete failure to 
contest any seats in Halifax (4 last time). 
This is entirely owing to more party regions 
fielding candidates for either the first time 
or for some while. The North West, North 
East and Herts BNP deserve credit for 
joining the fray. Branches which didn’t 


field candidates this time where they could 
have done have been demoted to group 
status. 

There were eight first time election 
results around the country for the BNP. 
These were in Morley South on Leeds City 
Council where BNP candidate Mark Dodd 
took 166 votes for 3.8% of the poll; 
Hollinwood on Oldham Borough Council 
where William Lockett gained a creditable 
229 votes for 9.7% of the poll; two seats on 
Hertfordshire District council: Cheshunt 
N. where Ray Johns took 111 votes for 
8.6% of the poll and Cheshunt C. where 
John Cope took 97 votes for 7.0% of the 
poll. There were also two seats fought on 
Burnley Borough Council: Fulledge ward 
where Simon Bennett took 178 votes for 
an excellent 21.5% of the poll and 
Gawthorpe ward where John Kenyon 
took 109 votes for 5.1% of the poll, but 
with two seats being contested, the party’s 
share of the vote came to 8.8%. Sunderland 
City Council was another area to see two 
BNP candidates: Hendon ward, where Dave 
Guynan took 82 votes for 3.3% of the poll 
and Thorney Close ward where Joe Dobbie 
took 104 votes for 7.8% of the poll — and 
this in the face of a massive illegal effort by 
the far left to persuade people not to vote 
BNP. Once again, they failed! 

The different polls in these two seats are 
noteworthy for one important fact. No 
more work was done in Thorney Close 
than in Hendon. In point of fact, of the two, 
Hendon has had more work put into it over 
the years. The deciding factor in Thorney 
Close getting a better vote was that Hendon 
was fiercely contested by two major parties 
and indeed, the Tories took it from Labour 
in a stiff fight. The moral to this tale is that 
while excellent BNP campaigns involving 
heavy canvassing can overcome this 
squeeze, those starting out and doing little 
canvassing should avoid marginal seats in 
the first place. Previous voting figures 
should be sought from the local Town Hall 
before picking target wards. 

Of the seven seats fought again this time 
from last year, all but one was in the W. 
Midlands. The one that wasn’t — 
Todmorden ward on Calderdale 
Metropolitan Borough Council was once 
again contested by Chris Jackson who 
increased his vote to 4.0% from 2.8% — a 
43% rise over last time. 

In the W. Midlands, Jeffrey Astbury 
stood as the party’s candidate in Birmingham 
City Council’s Kings Norton ward where 
he took 186 votes for 4.6% of the poll — 
up from 3.5% last year. 

Steve Batkin once again contested 
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Simon Darby 
Castle & Priory candidate 


Stoke City 
Council’s Fenton 
Green ward and 
nearly doubled his 
1999 5.0% poll to 
9.3% this time with 
159 votes, 

although this was 
done in the 
absence of any 
Liberal-Democrat 
unlike last year. 

Another good 
result was had by 
Neil Phillips who 
once again 

contested Western 
Springs ward on 
Cannock Chase 
District Council. 

Neil took 84 votes 
for 7.0% of the poll 
which is markedly 
up from his 4.3% 
vote last year. 

One ward where 
the vote wasn’t up by much was in Bromyard ward on 
Herefordshire District Council. In this two seat ward, the 
party fielded two candidates — John Haycock who won 
a seat by default in the same round of elections for the town 
council, and Tracy Paton. John’s vote of 71 for 2.7% was 
up marginally from 1997’s 2.5%, but this was against a 
Conservative candidate being fielded for the first time and 
running a hypocritical anti-asylum seeker campaign. 
Considering the Tory topped the poll with this piece of 
dishonesty, there is no doubt that the party lost a lot of votes 
to him. Tracy’s first time result of 1.4% pushed the party’s 
share in Bromyard to 4.1 % — not bad for a predominantly 
rural and deeply conservative area. 

That leaves the two best results from the region: Castle 
& Priory and Tipton Green wards. Simon Darby contested 
Castle & Priory ward on Dudley Metropolitan Borough 
Council and doubled his vote from 8.1% last time to a very 
good 16.1% this time with 208 votes and overtaking the Lib- 
Dem into third place. 

Tipton Green ward on Sandwell Metropolitan 
Borough Council was, as last year, contested by 
Steve Edwards. As expected, Steve increased his 
vote — from last year’s 505 to 781 this time, 
increasing his vote by more than half. This added a 
hefty 6.5% onto his 17.2% poll of last year to make 
23.7% this time. Steve’s vote was the only one to go 
up. The Labour vote was unchanged (although this is 
now the subject of police investigation following 
several allegations of Labour voter fraud), the 
Conservative vote was down slightly by more than 
Wi points, with the Lib-Dems down a full 2% and the 
Socialists down 2.8%. 

Overall, the party’s votes are heartening. Most 
importantly, with the inclusion of London’s best 
areas, several areas of the country are now within 
striking distance of a council election victory! (bn! 
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Hertfordshire District Council 
Cheshunt North ward 


Party name 

vote 

% 

Conservative 

683 

53.0 

Labour 

381 

29.6 

Lib-Dem 

114 

8.8 

BNP 

111 

8.6 


Sunderland City Council 
Thorney Close ward 

Party name 

vote 

% 

Labour 

817 

61.3 

Conservative 

223 

16.7 

Lib-Dem 

189 

14.2 

BNP 

104 

7.8 


Dudley Met Borough Council 
Castle & Priory ward 

Party name 

vote 

% 

Labour 

546 

42.1 

Conservative 

378 

29.2 

BNP 

208 

16.1 

Lib-Dem 

164 

12.7 


Calderdale Met Borough Council 
Todmorden ward 


Party name 

vote 

% 

Lib-Dem 

1,042 

48.3 

Labour 

638 

29.6 

Conservative 

393 

18.2 

BNP 

86 

4.0 


Cannock Chase District Council 
Western Springs ward 

Party name 

vote 

% 

Lib-Dem 

699 

58.4 

Labour 

227 

19.0 

Conservative 

187 

15.6 

BNP 

84 

7.0 


Hertfordshire District Council 
Cheshunt Central ward 


Party name 

vote 

% 

Conservative 

825 

59.9 

Labour 

314 

22.8 

Lib-Dem 

142 

10.3 

BNP 

97 

7.0 


Sunderland City Council 
Hendon ward 

Party name 

vote 

% 

Conservative 

1,213 

48.8 

Labour 

1,082 

43.5 

Monster 

108 

4.4 

BNP 

82 

3.3 


Burnley Borough Council 
Fulledge ward 

Party name 

vote 

% 

Labour 

401 

48.5 

Lib-Dem 

248 

30.0 

BNP 

178 

21.5 


Stoke City Council 

Fenton Green ward 

Party name 

vote 

% 

Conservative 

802 

46.9 

Labour 

748 

43.4 

BNP 

159 

9.3 


Burnley Borough Council 
Gawthorpe ward 

Party name 

vote 

% 

Independent 

518 

24.2 

Labour 

498 

23.2 

Labour 

452 

21.1 

Independent 

340 

15.9 

Conservative 

225 

10.5 

BNP 

109 

5.1 


Leeds City Council 

Morley South ward 

Party name 

vote 

% 

Labour 

2,255 

51.2 

Conservative 

1,397 

31.7 

Lib-Dem 

588 

13.4 

BNP 

166 

3.8 


Oldham Borough Council 
Hollinwood ward 

Party name 

vote 

% 

Lib-Dem 

1,367 

58.0 

Labour 

704 

29.9 

BNP 

229 

9.7 

Green 

57 

2.4 


Birmingham City Council 
Kings Norton ward 

Party name 

vote 

% 

Conservative 

1,878 

46.5 

Labour 

1,548 

38.3 

Lib-Dem 

428 

10.6 

BNP 

186 

4.6 


Herefordshire District Council 
Bromyard ward 

Party name 

vote 

% 

Conservative 

917 

34.3 

Independent 

650 

24.3 

Independent 

565 

21.1 

Independent 

270 

10.1 

Lib-Dem 

162 

6.1 

BNP 

71 

2.7 

BNP 

38 

1.4 


Sandwell Met Borough Council 
Tipton Green ward 

Party name 

vote 

% 

Labour 

1,455 

44.2 

Conservative 

880 

26.7 

BNP 

781 

23.7 

Lib-Dem 

108 

3.3 

Socialist Party 

166 

2.1 







































































































































STRATEGY AND TACTICS 


MOVING FROM B TO C 

A discussion on strategy and tactics by EDDY DUTLER 


I will start with a short allegory. 
Imagine a group of people whose job 
it is to reduce a stone wall to rubble. 
They have hit upon three techniques 
to achieve this end. They are: 
Route A: Charge the wall using your 
head as a battering ram. This is the traditional 
method, which results in little or no damage 
to the wall, and considerable damage to the 
head. It has lately lost favour. 

Route B: Stand back and pelt the wall 
with stones. As you grow stronger, the size 
of the stone can increase. Occasionally a 
stone may rebound and hit the thrower on 
the head, but generally this method is fairly 
safe. However, damage to the wall is 
minimal. Even Hercules could not hurl a 
stone big enough to knock the wall down. 
This method is currently in vogue. 

Route C: Sit down with a toothpick, 
nail file or other seemingly insignificant 
object and chip away at the mortar 
surrounding one brick at the base of the 
wall. After a while, this brick can be 
removed. The structure of the whole wall 
is weakened as each brick supports those 
above it. After a few more bricks have been 
similarly removed, the wall will collapse. 
This method has occasionally been adopted, 
but a low boredom threshold has prevented 
any sustained success. 

If readers re-familiarise themselves with 
the articles by the elusive Jack Truman on 
the history of nationalist ineptitude, which 
featured in the first two issues of Patriot , 
they will see clearly the operation of Route 
A. Occasional glimpses of Route C can also 
be discerned. John Bean’s recent book, 
Many Shades of Black is also well worth 
studying in this regard. Route B is somewhat 
more difficult to identify, so let’s have a 
stab at revealing its characteristics. 

THE PREVAILING 
SITUATION 

The 1997 General Election was followed 
by the 1999 Euro Election, which was 
followed by the 2000 London Mayoral 
Election, which will be followed by the 
probable 2001 General Election and so on. 
It is easy to become locked into this sort of 
cycle. You become a cork bobbing on the 
sea, taken which ever way the currents 
take you, not the master of your own 


destiny. Lurching from one big stage- 
managed event to the next. Stage- 
managed, that is, by our opponents. You 
end up forever fighting battles on ground of 
the enemy’s choosing. Because complex 
financial, organisational and legal issues are 
invariably involved you never get time 
between these events to sink roots, to 
achieve anything tangible. They drain the 
precious creative energy of organisers, 
publicists and other key officials. It is a 
simple question of what economists term 
‘opportunity cost’. Are there any other, 
more politically profitable, endeavours that 
these key individuals could be engaged in? 

BNP membership growth in 1999 was 
around 40% higher than in 1998. This was 
at the cost of over £100,000, which is what 
it took to fight the Euro Election. By March 



Time to stop charging the wall head on 
and reach for the toothpick! 

this year, new members were being 
recruited at a rate that implied annual 
membership growth of 90% in 2000. 
Clearly, big elections are not necessarily 
required in order to sustain a healthy level 
of recruitment. This is a complex issue and 
decisions on fighting these big events must 
be based on many factors. 

Most activity currently consists of no 
more than distributing leaflets. To the many 
hard-working penny packet teams of 
activists around the country, this must 
seem like chucking stones down Blackwall 
Tunnel. They are faced with the immense 
task of making some sort of political impact 
upon their district. Very often a feeling of 
powerlessness results, with block after 
block of flats and row after row of houses 
stretching off to the horizon. 

If bad results follow from whatever 
electoral forays are made, then there is the 
danger that demoralisation can set in. And 


‘bad’ is the only realistic word that can be 
used to describe the overwhelming majority 
of electoral results. All those houses, all 
these people, and so few votes. 

It is easy for the isolated activist to think, 
‘What can I do? It’s just Fred and me. 
What hope have we got of making any 
impact on these apathetic people?’ This 
often results in a retrograde movement 
from Route B back to Route A. Route A at 
least provides excitement with marches 
and stage-managed riots (sorry, public 
meetings/marches etc.). What else goes 
with it? Oh yes, self-indulgent extremist 
political rhetoric; Jew-baiting; quasi-Nazi 
imagery and the hatred this engenders. 
Well at least it provokes a reaction. Route 
A can create the illusion of self-importance. 
Just think of all those policemen on duty 
because of little old me. Think of the 
scandalous headlines. 

Within the BNP, lip service is paid to the 
principle of local community campaigning 
and target wards (Route C by the way), but 
little is being done to bring this about. 
Implementing local campaigning strategies 
invariably gets pushed down the pecking 
order of priorities behind higher profile 
events such as the Mayoral contest. Indeed 
as we shall see below, several current 
initiatives (unintentionally) mitigate against 
local units getting serious about local 
campaigning. At present a target ward is 
merely leafleted repeatedly, at best with a 
local issue leaflet. If units focus all their 
leafleting in the target ward, the local vote 
will increase marginally. However this will 
be at the expense of general recruitment, as 
the pool of potential members will be 
restricted within the smaller geographical 
confines of a single ward. 

THE REASON WHY PART 1 — 
THE 1997 GENERAL 
ELECTION 

It is worthwhile recounting the 
arguments that were originally put forward 
for fighting the 1997 fifty-seat campaign. 
When the possibility of contesting the last 
General Election was being discussed, the 
danger of getting locked into the cycle of 
being obliged to fight such big elections 
was one of the major arguments against 
mounting the campaign. A brave and correct 
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decision had been made in 1987, when the 
BNP ignored the General Election and so 
broke the downward spiral of votes 
exemplified by the 1979 General Election, 
the 1981GLC Election and the 1983 General 
Election. Instead in 1987 the Party put its 
resources into other activities, which in 
many ways laid the foundations for the 
brief period of success achieved in the 
early 1990s. The Party had to think carefully 
before it got back onto the big election 
treadmill. 

So what were the real reasons for the 
1997 General Election being contested? 
And not just those publicly announced at 
the time; some real, some for effect and 
some hidden. Well I’ll tell you (and these 
are in no particular order). 

There had not been a nationalist television 
broadcast since 1983. It was therefore 
reasonable to assume that there was a 
whole new generation of potential recruits 
who might write in to join up. Furthermore 
the intention was to back up every campaign 
with Post Office delivered leaflets, which 
would also boost recruitment (done in just 
half-a-dozen of the 53 seats contested in 
1983). The seats selected would necessarily 
be concentrated in areas where we were 
best equipped to follow up responses. Thus, 
to put it in simple terms, the election was a 
big recruitment exercise. 

In early 1996, when the decision was 
being made, the Party was still in internal 
turmoil due to the state-sponsored disruption 
caused by Cl8. A nation-wide campaign 
that served to unify the Party would promote 
central authority. The effort required to 
mount the fifty-seat campaign served this 
purpose perfectly. In this respect, the 
campaign was successful. 

The election could have been used to 
launch, popularise and publicise a modern 
minimalist/populist political stance. 
Although advocated at the outset, this aspect 
never got off the ground due to the political 
opposition of the then leader of the Party 
(who was only ever really at home with 
Route A). 

It was hoped that the campaign would 
encourage local units to engage with their 
own local communities, and in turn spark 
off interest in the target ward approach. 
This did not prove to be the case. 

It was noted that members and 
supporters were more ready to contribute 
towards General Election funds than for 
other run-of-the-mill fund raising ventures. 
Therefore the large cost of the campaign 
would not actually eat too deeply into 
resources, as these resources would not 
otherwise be available. 

Patriot Summer 2000 


Looking around the country it was seen 
that the Party, if it stretched itself, could do 
it and so perhaps should do it. 

In the previous General Election, in 1992, 
the Party had contested 10 or so seats. We 
did not want to be repetitive and also 
wanted to show growth. 

We could almost certainly guarantee a 
few ‘good’ results (i.e. saved deposits) 
which would camouflage the majority of 
poor results. These good results could be 
predicted in certain seats in the East End of 
London, where the Party had built up a 
degree of solid support through local 
community campaigning. In the event, 
another deposit was unexpectedly saved in 
Dewsbury. 

THE REASON WHY PART 2 — 
THE MAYORAL ELECTION 

Before we proceed, ask yourself, ‘What 
factors (of those listed above or any new 
ones) support the contesting of the Mayoral 
Election and Greater London Assembly 
and, for that matter, what factors support 
putting up a big effort in the next General 
Election?’ There are always powerful 
arguments for not fighting them, particularly 
the damage that regular trouncings does to 
the Party’s image. For now I’ll restrict 
myself to addressing the Mayoral Election. 

All candidates for the London Mayor 
could have two pages of promotional 
propaganda in a special booklet printed by 
the Government and distributed by the Post 
Office. So by putting up a candidate, the 
Party was guaranteed blanket coverage of 
London. Previously, you could never be 
sure if a ‘lefty’ or ethnic minority postman 
would actually deliver Party leaflets when 


there was free post at the General or Euro 
Elections. So again, the Mayoral contest 
was being used as a recruitment exercise. 
This time however, the ground has been 
ploughed over several times in recent years. 
Besides the considerable quantity of leaflets 
that went out in 1997 and 1999, both of 
these elections were backed up by television 
and radio broadcasts. It is, however, too 
early to say how beneficial the mayoral 
campaign has been for recruitment. 

It was hoped that the Party would get a 
degree of credibility and prestige by being 
in this booklet alongside the other 
mainstream candidates and that this would 
cause embarrassment to the likes of 
Livingstone and Dobson, which in turn 
might have lead to considerable publicity. 
In the event, the media studiously ignored 
the BNP’s campaign and the other 
candidates were scrupulous in not rising to 
the bait. Looking back over the history of 
nationalist electoral forays, this should have 
come as no surprise. The media is not in the 
business of giving the BNP free publicity 
during elections, unless it has to. As the 
BNP had only obtained a 1.6% share of the 
vote in London in the Euro Election, they 
could easily justify ignoring the BNP as an 
irrelevance - particularly at a time when 
temperatures are rising over the asylum 
issue. From the point of view of the liberal 
press and the liberal ‘mainstream’ 
candidates, it would have been an act of 
criminal irresponsibility to give the BNP 
publicity. At the outset, it was anticipated 
by Party strategists that success or failure 
would largely hinge on the media’s reaction 
to the BNP standing. As this factor was 
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entirely outside the Party’s control, it can 
be said to be unwise to base strategic 
decisions on such flimsy foundations. 

It was not possible to predict what 
effect this booklet would have. The cover 
could have been designed and presented in 
such a dull fashion that, for most Londoners, 
it would have appeared to be the most 
boring thing to have ever hit their doorstep. 
However, in the event, it looked attractive 
and accessible. The Party was allowed to 
pretty well print what it liked, in the colours 
that it liked. As a result, the two pages 


horror’ publicity, generated by the mere 
fact of the BNP standing, would boost the 
vote to this level. And with the popular 
discontent over the asylum issue, there 
was also an outside chance of getting up to 
the 5% mark. Furthermore it was reasoned 
that the GLA/Mayoral contest was ‘our’ 
election in the same way that the Euro 
Election was UKIP’s election (when of 
course UKIP had three MEPs returned). 
Moreover, UKIP is now in internal disarray. 
As it is believed that UKIP took votes away 
from the Party in the Euro Election, it was 


unpredictable elements. Perhaps the biggest 
was the voting system itself. Londoners 
could vote four times. It was therefore 
relatively easy for electors to cast one or 
two for the BNP. Over 5% of Londoners 
voted BNP, with a saved deposit in the 
Assembly election. This is the first time in 
living memory that the nationalist vote has 
exceeded realistic expectations. 
Undoubtedly the primary reason for the 
BNP’s unexpectedly strong showing was 
the electoral system itself. It was relatively 
‘easy’ for them to register a protest by 


MICHAEL 

NEWLAND 



LONDON’S HAD ENOUGH! 

That’s why so 
many Londoners 
are voting 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


Life for decent, hard-working, law-abiding Londoners is getting more 
unpleasant all the time: soaring street crime and council taxes; 
politically correct interference with the police and schools; collapsing 
public transport and health services; and ever more asylum seekers. 

But now there’s a chance to do something about it! Voting for Michael 
Newland and the British National Party brings home to ‘New’ Labour 
the fact that millions of decent people like us in 
London have had enough. 


BNP POLICIES FOR LONDON 

• STAMP ON CRIME - politically correct ‘diversity policing’ must be 
replaced by impartial law enforcement. Stop and search operations must 
be resumed vigorously against suspected muggers and burglars. 

• TRANSPORT CHOICE - no road tolls on local motorists until after 
public transport has been radically improved. 

• TRADITIONAL EDUCATION - the Mayor must use his considerable 
influence to push education authorities into dropping multicultural 
indoctrination and concentrating on discipline and the ‘three Rs’. 

• EQUAL RIGHTS FOR ALL - all GLA appointments must be made 
strictly on grounds of merit and ability to do the job. Positive discrim¬ 
ination in favour of ‘minorities’ is patronising, and racist against whites. 

• FAMILY VALUES - the BNP is the only party contesting this election 
genuinely in favour of retaining the protection that Section 28 gives our 
children from pro-homosexual propaganda in the classroom. 



This statement has been prepared by Election Agent Stephen Edwards 105 Oval Road, Tipton, W. Mids DY4 9RS 


12 REASONS 
WHY SO 
MANY 
LONDONERS 
ARE VOTING 
BNP 

AS WELL AS the 
Government wasting 
up to £2 billion of our 
central taxes on asylum 
seekers, London faces a 
direct shortfall of £60 
million in the coming 
year on the cost of 
looking after these 
people. That alone 
works out to another 
£12 from the pocket of 
every London voter. 

But it won't stop 
there. Already, some 
council taxpayers face 
an asylum seeker 
surcharge on their 
council tax. So even if 
you don't give a penny 
to the beggars and 
squeegee merchants. 
New Labour is picking 
your pockets for them 
anyway. 


A MESSAGE TO LONDON'S 
ETHNIC VOTERS 

The BNP is best known for its opposition to mass immigration. 
For fifty years this has been mainly non-white, but we also 
oppose the new wave of Eastern European immigrants into 
our tiny densely populated country. 

We are not opposed to individual immigrants. 
Opposition to immigration is not a matter of ‘racism’ 
or ‘hate’ against other peoples. What we oppose is the 
destruction of the traditional identity of the British 
people in our homeland, concerning which no 
democratic choice has been offered to us in fifty years. 

We wish to halt further immigration, to see the very 
large numbers of bogus asylum seekers and other 
illegal immigrants removed, and for generous grants to 
be given to others who wish to return to their countries 
of origin on a voluntary basis. 

We ask for our culture, freedoms, and our traditions 
to be respected, and for the majority to have the right 
to run our country as they wish. 


A massive programme of building which 
will destroy the countryside around 
London is about to get under way. The 
main reason is massive levels of 
immigration into London and the South 
East. Foreign workers flood in, while 
many older British workers can’t get jobs. 
Vote BNP to save our countryside! 


MICHAEL NEWLAND, your British National Party 
mayoral candidate, is 56. He has an MA in economics, 
works as an accountant and is a lifelong Londoner. 


BNP London policies telephone 
enquiry line: 0700 900 2671 


For details of the British National Party's positive, common sense 
policies for London in this election, visit our GLA website at 
www.bnp.net or write to PO Box 14220, Plaistow E13 8TJ 


Voting BNP tells them: LONDON'S HAD ENOUGH! 


Mike Newland’s mayoral election address has been the most effective piece of party propaganda so far. The press studiously 
_ ignored it for fear of highlighting the party’s popular message. It providedfew avenuesfor enemy attack _ 


promoting Mike Newland’s candidature 
for Mayor were very good and must have 
had a very positive impact. 

Besides entering the Mayoral contest, 
the Party also fielded candidates for the 
Greater London Assembly, which is partly 
elected by proportional representation. A 
poll of at least 5% was required to get 
anyone elected to the Assembly and a 2.5% 
threshold had been set for saving the deposit. 
With 1.6% obtained in last year’s Euro 
Election, 2.5% in the mayoral election 
seemed optimistic. It was hoped that ‘ shock- 


hoped that they would perform badly to the 
Party’s benefit. 

There were other reasons for fighting 
the London elections. For example, it was 
used to present a more sensible, modem, 
populist image for the Party, one of the 
unfulfilled ambitions of the 1997 election. 
Also, there are no council elections in 
London until 2002, so it is not as if local 
activists had other urgent tasks to perform. 

The London Mayoral and Assembly 
elections were a new phenomenon in British 
politics. Accordingly there were many 


voting BNP — either for the party slate, or 
for the mayor. In addition, the asylum issue 
undoubtedly helped. So too has the party’s 
improved image. For no matter how 
favourable the external factors for the party, 
people would not have voted BNP unless 
this had been put right. 

It is undoubtedly true that the Party’s 
involvement in the London elections was 
justified by the result. Nevertheless, a large 
amount of senior officer time and over 
£30,000 (less £5,000 in a returned deposit) 
was taken up by the campaign at a time 
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when little is being done to develop local 
community campaigning. What must be 
made clear is that fighting these big elections 
must not become the norm. 

Setting out the rationale for fighting 
these big elections may well seem a tortuous 
business. This is not surprising. An 
organisation that has serious pretensions 
about achieving political power has to think 
clearly and rationally. It is the BNP’s express 
intention to move into the politics of Route 
C, and contesting these big elections 
without first having established a secure 
base in local elections is in essence Route B. 

IMPEDIMENTS TO MOVING 
FROM B TO C 

I just said that it is the Party’s intention 
to move to Route C, but also that only lip 
service is paid to the principal of local 
community campaigning. Furthermore a 
number of actions which are currently 
being encouraged act as a disincentive for 
units to make the required metamorphosis. 
I will now examine these and other factors, 
which must be overcome to 
enable a transition from Route 
B to Route C. 

The BNP has greatly 
improved its propaganda output 
by replacing BN as the Party 
newspaper with Freedom. 

Currently however, units are 
being encouraged to use 
Freedom as a big leaflet. This 
may possibly reduce sales, as 
activists and local members 
will have a tendency to think, 

‘Why should I buy this when 
I’m handing out hundreds for 
free?’ It also gives activists an 
excuse not to knock on doors. 

The debate concerning the 
use of newspapers as leaflets 
as a short cut to gaining a large 
measure of local support is old 
and has been disposed of in the past. 
Revisiting the issue is one example of 
nationalism always having to reinvent the 
wheel. The tactic may increase a ward vote 
from 3% to 5% (or in favourable 
circumstances such as during the current 
row over asylum to 8%), but these results 
are at the end of the day insignificant. 
Besides, who are these voters? The whole 
point of knocking on doors, if only to hand 
a leaflet or Freedom to the respondent, is to 
build personal rapport and at the same time 
construct a database of local support. This 
resource can then be used to create a solid 
foundation within the community. It is a 


fact that a large proportion of unsolicited 
free post is thrown in the bin unread and not 
even looked at. This is true for leaflets and 
newspapers. If you actually put it into 
someone’s hot and sweaty hand they are 
much more likely to read it and your visual 
image will hopefully also go some way 
towards dispelling enemy propaganda. 
Furthermore, your pleasant words should 
chime with that persons’ own thoughts. 

The tactic of distributing Freedom as a 
leaflet is based on a confusion. It confuses 
contesting local elections with building 
community support. The connection is 
that once you have established community 
support you also do well in local elections. 
It does not work the other way round. 
Undoubtedly one of the major reasons this 
has resurfaced is because of the unexpected 
saved deposit in Dewsbury referred to 
above. In the run up to the 1997 General 
Election the local unit distributed a 
considerable quantity of BNs throughout 
the constituency. This has been credited 
with saving the deposit. Without wishing to 


poor cold water on the efforts of local 
activists, the saved deposit was also 
obtained because the BNP candidate had 
the same surname as the winning Labour 
candidate! It is somewhat tenuous to base 
the Party’s electoral tactics on such 
evidence. Particularly when the same tactic 
had been tried on numerous other occasions 
to no measurable benefit. Unsurprisingly, 
the recent local elections provided no clear 
evidence that the mass distribution of 
Freedom boosted local votes to any 
appreciable degree. It has been found that 
the distribution of any non-electoral material 
during elections is of limited value. People 


have to have it rammed down their throats 
that we are standing and actively want their 
vote. They need to meet us. 

By regularly fighting elections on the 
grand scale, piddling results usually follow. 
It is puerile to reply that the Party must be 
seen to participate in these big events in 
order to demonstrate its democratic 
credentials. You do not have to demonstrate 
these credentials repeatedly. 

It is a disturbing fact that the BNP has 
contested few council by-elections of late. 
Indeed units seem now to be totally unaware 
of when by-elections even occur. Instead 
of focusing on ward level, which is the only 
one in which a meaningful impact can be 
made, the point of focus for elections has 
moved ever upwards in terms of the size of 
the electoral division being contested. Local 
units cannot be blamed for this 
development. This has reached a climax 
with the London Mayoral Election, and 
there is the grave danger that this will 
further distract activists from local 
community campaigning. One potentially 
harmful outcome of the Party’s 
relatively good showing in the 
Mayoral Election is that it will 
encourage the adoption of such 
risky ‘big election’ tactics in 
the future. 

One by-product of the 
Party’s relatively rapid growth 
in recent years, further 
reinforced by the absence of 
local campaigning, is that many 
new units and new activists 
have no idea how to leaflet 
effectively, let alone knock on 
doors. Probably the only useful 
Nationalist tradition is of 
activism. The basic drills have 
been widely forgotten or never 
learnt in the first place. It should 
obviously be an absolute priority 
to remedy this situation. 

There is probably not one single group 
or branch in the country with the critical 
mass necessary to sustain a successful 
local campaign. The minimum requirement 
is a good organiser, the availability of suitable 
candidates and at least half a dozen 
committed and trained activists. As each 
unit is encouraged to fight its own target 
ward, and some units have even decided to 
select multiple target wards, in effect there 
are no genuine target wards at all. Good 
activists are split up in penny packets. As a 
result the seats fought at the yearly round 
of local elections are nearly all backed up by 



Canvassing is the only way to identify our vote. Only once it has 
been identified can it be mobilised. At the same time, canvassing 
breaks media myths and gains local credibility 


1 1 


Patriot Summer 2000 











STRATEGY AND TACTICS 


threadbare campaigns. One rather feeble, 
but just about passable, excuse for doing 
this is to acquire experience in how to fill 
out papers and the very basics of 
electioneering. The only other possible 
excuse for putting up ‘naked’ candidates 
(i.e. those not backed up by a full local 
campaign) is to shield the main effort from 
enemy concentrations. 

THE REASON WHY NOT — 
THE NEXT GENERAL 
ELECTION 

The next General Election will almost 
certainly be next year. Even if the Party 
were to mount a major effort to field 
enough candidates (probably over 100 next 
time) to obtain a television broadcast and 
with a full postal delivery of leaflets, given 
the law of diminishing returns, it is likely 
that levels of recruitment would be 
disappointing. The cost of achieving this 
would be that local community campaigning 
would have to be put on hold until virtually 
2002. By that time the Party would probably 
have become bloated with ineffective 
branches. This in turn would create greater 
problems in implementing the desired 
strategy. The Party would become like the 
British Empire in its later unsuccessful 
days, with numerous colonies not 
contributing to overall Imperial prosperity, 
but consuming the vital resources of the 
metropolitan hub. 

The only possible excuse for contesting 
the next General Election on a grand scale 
is if somehow, somewhere, a local council 
seat is won before hand. The resultant 
publicity would mean that the Party’s overall 
vote would be massively increased, with 
the number and quality of enquiries from 
the broadcasts also greatly enhanced. 
However a big ‘if’ is required for this to 
come about. There is a good chance that 
the next General Election will be held on the 
same day as next year’s round of local 
elections, as was the case in 1997. Given 
the paucity of any recent local by-elections 
contested by the BNP, it is extremely 
unlikely that there will be a by-election 
victory over the coming year. Even if the 
General Election is held after the local 
elections, there is little cause for optimism. 
The local elections next year are for County 
Councils. There are no elections for the 
metropolitan areas that include the West 
Midlands, Tyne and Wear, Greater 
Manchester, Greater London and West 
Yorkshire. Accordingly, the already small 
number of wards that could potentially be 
won is even more restricted. For example, 
there will be no election in Tipton, which is 
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part of Sandwell, a metropolitan borough in 
the West Midlands. This May, Tipton 
produced the best BNP local election result 
for the second year running. This is not 
unconnected with the fact that the local 
unit is one of the few that practices any 
form of local community campaigning. 
This means that unless emphasis is put on 
units contesting local by-elections, it seems 
unlikely that a council seat can be won over 
the coming year or so. 

This does not mean that the Party need 
ignore the next General Election. The 
sensible strategy would be for those units 
which have established a degree of local 
community support in a target ward, to 
contest the relevant Parliamentary 
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constituency. That might mean ten seats 
being contested, it might mean twenty or 
more. The total number is not significant 
(other than it being an indication of the 
number of effective units the Party has). It 
would provide an opportunity to work the 
target ward particularly hard and the results 
per seat contested will be much better than 
at present as a result of this. In this way, 
contesting big elections becomes 
complementary to local community 
campaigning, not contradictory to it. 

ROUTE C 

I have made the assumption that local 
community campaigning with target wards 
is at least theoretically accepted to be the 
correct strategy to adopt. It is worth briefly 
rehearsing why this is so, before suggesting 
how this can be achieved. 

By engaging in local community 
campaigning on the doorstep, widespread 


local support can be built up. We gain a 
target audience, a sea in which to swim. By 
targeting one little ward, we can dominate 
it politically. We can promote the Party’s 
message in the manner that we want and 
minimise any distorting influences. The 
most powerful influence on people is not 
the media, but their own real-life 
experiences. If we have spoken to someone 
on their doorstep and sold them Freedom 
or given them a local leaflet, then this will 
have a much more powerful effect than 
any number of World In Action investigations 
or front page tabloid stories. Furthermore 
the mainstream parties have almost 
universally abandoned doorstep politics and 
rely on the media. This has created a 
democratic deficit where the people are 
increasingly alienated from their distant 
rulers. Moreover, there is an increasing 
overlap between what ‘the people’ think 
and what we, and only we, say. Doorstep 
politics is made for us. 

Once we have established local 
community support we can win elections. 
That was proved in the Mill wall by-election 
in 1993. In a way the significance was not 
that the election was won, but that the 
Party was able to obtain over 33% of the 
vote in an area that is very ethnically mixed, 
has a large ‘Yuppie’ enclave and which 
was strongly fought over by two 
mainstream parties. Elections can be won 
or lost on a handful of votes on the margin, 
as was the case at Millwall. However, we 
have to get ourselves into a potentially 
winning position in the first place. 

If the Party can get into this position in 
half a dozen areas across the country, then 
a breakthrough in one would quickly lead to 
victory in the others, as the Party’s 
credibility would rise. Importantly, such a 
breakthrough would be on a wide enough 
base to be sustainable. Clearly, it would 
take decades to target individually every 
ward in the country. But this would not be 
necessary as we would see a snowball 
effect. The Party would gain more members 
and activists with each success. Each 
success would be a little easier than the one 
before. More and more wards could then 
be targeted and secondary target wards 
would become proper target wards. 
Branches would form in each local authority 
district, then in each Parliamentary 
constituency, and finally in each ward. 
Almost before we knew it, and much 
sooner than anyone might dream, the Party 
would become a mass movement. 

In order to get in this virtuous cycle, the 
Party must concentrate its mind on local 
community campaigning. Wards must be 
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STRATEGY AND TACTICS 


targeted and activists must not be distracted 
from their vital tasks by General Elections 
and so forth. Unless it is made clear that 
big elections have no real relationship 
to local campaigning and that local 
campaigning is the single most 
important task ahead of our activists, 
then you will not get any worthwhile 
local campaigning at all. If you ask one 
person to engage in two conflicting 
strategies, then one will suffer. As local 
campaigning is more demanding, that is the 
one that will give. 

Eventually there will be a synthesis 
between local community campaigning and 
Parliamentary election work. This will be 
when multiple council seats have been won 
in one constituency. That is the time for 
effort to be switched away from the purely 
local, but it will be a natural organic 
development. This has been aptly termed 
the ladder strategy, when you master each 
level of politics before moving up to the 
next. It is the reverse of the strategy of 
j umping straight into the big elections while 
missing out the intervening stages. 

Ultimately, a unit that does not have a 
fully developed target ward, does not 
regularly contest local by-elections and 
does not have a complete and 
demonstrable appreciation of their 
local political situation, should not 
have branch status. On this criteria, 
at present, the BNP has no real 
branches at all. 

While the party is still small and 
manageable, it is essential to instil 
the required ethos. I have pointed 
out that there are no individual units 
capable of mounting a successful 
local campaign (and thus no real 
branches). Therefore, the Region 
must become the unit for such 
work. This means that there should 
only be one genuine target ward 
per Region. Within every Region can be 
found the required constituents that make 
up a potential winning team, but currently 
the various parts are split up. Effort is 
divided between numerous weak 
‘branches’. Regional Development Plans 
must be devised and implemented. Prior to 
this, a thorough and realistic audit of the 
party ’ s fighting strength needs to be carried 
out, as each Regional Development Plan 
must be tailored to the individual Region’s 
capabilities. Basically each Region should 
select one target ward. For general 
recruitment, and to build a Regional esprit 
de corps , Regional Activist Teams should 
hit the big shopping centres at least bi¬ 
weekly. Sub-units would also do local 
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leafleting and target a local ward. These 
secondary target wards would in due course 
be ‘promoted’ in succession, after the 
initial target ward has been thoroughly 
worked and maintained. 

Activist morale would be improved and 
maintained by regular contact with the 
thousands of good decent people who will 
support us if approached in the right way. 
Instead of facing countless anonymous 
doors stretching off to the horizon, our 
activists must place themselves in the heart 
of their community. They will find more 
support waiting patiently to be tapped than 
any other party could hope for. 

GETTING IT RIGHT 

Units must also keep a sharp look out for 
local by-elections. In these contests, a 
massive amount of effort must be put in 
and activists from surrounding regions 
must be re-targeted to aid the task. The aim 
is to distil what would normally be a year’s 
community campaigning into the few short 
weeks of the campaign. If this is done, the 
result can be astoundingly good, particularly 
as such contests are now characterised by 
very low turn outs. Furthermore, a ready 
made and fully formed target ward is created 


by polling day! 

In order to implement the Regional 
Development Plans, the key Regional 
Organisers and activists must be trained in 
the necessary techniques. They in turn can 
then train other local activists, so that in as 
short a time as possible, the Party is able to 
maximise its efforts in local community 
campaigning. This could be done by the 
key people in a Region coming down to 
London for an intensive practical training 
weekend, and being put up in members 
houses, or by training teams visiting 
Regions. Both methods will probably have 
to be employed. These sessions would 
involve such basics as how to leaflet, how 
to canvass, how to manage a campaign, 


how to design local literature. Local Party 
officers must get to the stage where they 
have ready access to detailed local ward 
maps, electoral rolls, data on local election 
results over the past few years (whether 
they have contested them or not) and 
knowledge of local issues that can be used 
to our political advantage. The various 
Regions must then be regularly inspected 
to ensure that they are maintaining good 
practices and developing in the correct 
manner. 

At the same time as these practical 
sessions are taking place, the Party must 
retune its thinking in preparation for 
becoming a mass movement. The 
presentation of policy, the use of 
vocabulary, the ditching of any remaining 
superfluous and unpalatable extremist 
baggage; these are all important issues 
which must be addressed. The Party must 
ditch any remaining cultist influences and 
the residue of the nihilistic outsider/loser 
mentality that has hung over nationalism 
like a funeral shroud for so long. Without 
this, Party activists will not be able to 
identify and empathise with the silent 
majority, the great British public that awaits 
our call. This aspect is just as important as 
training in the practical methods 
of community politics. In order 
to do this, a series of seminars 
are required in order to promote 
and popularise new thinking. 
The various magazines in 
circulation within the Party must 
also be used to promote this 
line. For a party the size of the 
BNP, there is a definite over¬ 
proliferation of magazines. 
Tremendous effort goes into 
the production of these journals, 
yet it is vastly more important 
for the strategy to get off the 
ground than it is for any of 
them to appear. As they do appear, they 
should at least be put to good use! 

As the local campaigning/target ward 
strategy is the only feasible method of 
achieving success, the Party must tailor 
itself totally to facilitate achieving this end. 
This means organising the Party for it, 
preparing literature such as Freedom to aid 
it and moulding the presentation of policy in 
conformity with it. It must be made the 
central overriding priority. The Party’s 
creative energy must be channelled to 
achieve this aim. It must be given 
prominence and importance from the very 
top. For you can be sure that unless it is, the 
strategy will not get off the ground. And it 
must do if we are to win. (bn^ 
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WHEN WILL THIS MAN HELP, 
NOT HINDER? 

TONY LECOMBER looks at a surly loser 


I n a bitterly contested leadership 
election last year, John Tyndall pulled 
out all the stops to hang on to the top 
position within the party. While Mr. 
Tyndall, who lost, says he has 
accepted the verdict and remains a party 
member, his conduct since has been nothing 
short of disgraceful. 

First, he has revealed that he is not a man of 
honour. He has reneged upon his promise to 
show the party’s accounts to this editor — a 
promise made in front of a packed BNP 
leadership election meeting; he has refused to 
furnish the new party Chairman with these 
same accounts as he is legally bound to do, or 
to even discuss the matter with the party’s 
National Treasurer, Michael Newland! 

Mr. Tyndall has claimed that he burnt the 
accounts for reasons of ‘security’, yet when 
the party launched a special emergency fund 
appeal last October, he managed to find the 
previous seven year’s account balances for 
the end of September to claim in Spearhead 
that the party wasn’t unduly poorly off for that 
time of year. In March, in the midst of a court 
battle with the party’s former Head of 
Administration, Mr. Alf Waite (who was suing 
Mr. Tyndall for monies owed to him), Mr. 
Tyndall was forced by the judge to return to 
the court room with the missing accounts. 
Nevertheless, the accounts didn’t help him 
and Mr. Waite was awarded £1,200 for which 
the party has already picked up the tab since 
Mr. Tyndall’s loss was incurred as the party ’ s 


former Chairman and the party was therefore 
morally bound to foot the bill. 

Mr. Tyndall’s behaviour in withholding the 
party accounts has led many to conclude the 
worst of him. The BNP has been so bound up 
with his personal business — Spearhead and 
Albion Press — that even the party’s leaflets 
were invoiced to Albion Press. What Albion 
Press invoiced the BNP in turn remains a 
mystery. 

Without doubt, however, the worst aspect 
remains Mr. Tyndall’s handling of the party ’ s 
main bank account located in Hove. At a 
leadership conference last July, Mr. Tyndall 
promised that in the event of Nick Griffin 
winning the leadership contest, he would hand 
everything over to the new leadership “as 
soon as is practically possible.” 

Nevertheless, tittle tattle from Mr. Tyndall’s 
few hardcore supporters last October made it 
quite clear that he expected the party to collapse 
within 3-5 weeks and that he didn’t believe 
another members’ bulletin would appear to 
even announce Mr. Griffin’s win. 

SABOTAGE 

The reason was soon apparent. Mr. Tyndall 
delayed handing over the party’s own money 
in its bank account to the new leadership for 
an incredible five months! Quite different from 
his “Soon as is practically possible” lie during 
the August leadership conference. Presently, 
Mr. Tyndall is still clinging on to several 
thousand pounds of the party’s money. 


Later, in a ’phone conversation with the 
party’s National Treasurer, Mr. Tyndall asked 
how it was that the BNP had kept going 
without access to the main party bank account 
which he had contrived not to hand over. The 
answer, of course, was that the new leadership, 
knowing precisely the kind of man they were 
dealing with, had opened another! 

It was implicit in his question that he believed 
the party could not function without his 
handing over the main account. Had the party 
gone belly up, no doubt Mr. Tyndall would 
have blamed Nick Griffin for wrecking it all— 
though it would have given Mr. Tyndall no 
pleasure to say so! 

Currently, he is delaying completion of 
corporation tax returns for the period of his 
leadership. While Mr. Tyndall pursues his 
‘game’ of being as obstructive as possible, the 
BNP is once again taking second place. 

It is a sad fact that this man suffers from such 
an overweening sense of ego and self- 
importance that he’d rather see the party 
destroyed than see it prosper without him — 
which is precisely what he said to Walter Carr, 
the party’s Worcester Organiser last summer 
during the leadership contest. This is a truly 
hideous character flaw. Mr. Tyndall’s talk of 
reconciliation in the light of his attempted 
sabotage is laughable. 

Since then he’s managed to find fault with 
everything that the new party leadership has 
done. Mr. Tyndall’s vainglorious nature will 
not allow anything else since any 
improvement in party fortunes reflect poorly 
upon himself. His personal magazine 
Spearhead (or is it Smearhead?) has, as ever, 
been his mouthpiece for this. Thus he started 
off in the wake of his defeat by saying: “After 
leading the BNP for 17 years, I am now stepping 
down.” Rather than the truth which was that, 
after a bitter contest, the membership 
decisively rejected him. 

When the Annual Rally was postponed 
because Mr. Tyndall had made no preparations 
for this whatsoever, he responded by saying 
that such rallies had, on occasion, been 
organised at quicker notice previously. True 
enough. But not against a background of the 
party’s money being withheld from it and 


MR. TYNDALL S £18,585 EURO ELECTION CASH DISCREPANCY 

Just how much money was spent on the Euro election is an intriguing one since Mr. 
Tyndall can’t keep his story straight. Spending was thus: 15.2 million election 
addresses cost £51,688.68; election deposits (ten @ £5,000) amounted to £50,000; 
A3 correx plastic posters cost £2,333.55; A3 paper posters cost £700; the TV 
broadcast cost £1,500 in camera hire fees making £106,222.23, with other incidentals 
perhaps pushing the total to as much as £110,000. 

The party, of course, claimed to have raised £80,000 for that election In excess of 
normal running expenses. In fact, it was more like £75,000, but close enough to be 
considered a resounding success. 

At last July’s leadership conference, Mr. Tyndall said that total spending was a little 
in excess of £100,000 and that £25,000-£30,000 had been taken out of the reserve 
fund as a result (being generous and allowing for wobbly maths the true figure could 
even have been £35,000 — with £35,000 and £75,000 coming nicely to £110,000). 
But in February’s Spearhead , this figure had leapt to £70,585 with only £17,000 put 
back (a shortfall of £53,585 not £35,000). Why the discrepancy? 
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having to simultaneously build a completely 
new administration since, with Mr. Tyndall’s 
defeat, every single one of his supporters 
involved in administration resigned their posts. 

The sly digs and innuendoes have 
continued, culminating in the April Smearhead 
which attacks the party in the manner of a well 
known left-wing publication. Were there 400 
people at the Annual Rally or were there 200? 
You’ll have to make your own minds up says 
Smearhead. 

WHINGER 

Another whinge concerned the 
constitutional changes. With most of Mr. 
Tyndall’s prominent supporters boycotting 
the event, including the great man himself, he 
sounds just a little childish cribbing about 
resolutions which were passed in his absence. 
He was invited to the Members’ Meeting 
along with every other member of the party, so 
he can hardly complain that the resolutions 
didn’t turn out to his satisfaction. Had he been 
there, he could have spoken on the resolutions 
as members from the audience were invited to 
do. That there wasn’t any provision for proxy 
votes was another complaint. Indeed there 
was not, because the constitution doesn’t 
provide for them and he should know — he 
wrote it! In any case, what can he say of the 
party conducting a Members’ Meeting 
allowing the members their say, when in the 
previous 17 years of his leadership, there 
hadn’t been any such meeting at all! 

Then we come to Smearhead's pronounce¬ 
ment on the party ’ s new-look paper, The Voice 
of Freedom. If anything shows what an 
ungenerous nature this man has this was it. It 
started off: 4 We at Spearhead , always willing 
to give credit where it’s due... ’ before showing 
that Mr. Tyndall gives no credit to anyone but 
Tyndall. He surmises that the Freedom project 
has been built on the basis of finding a new 
friendly printer. However, as said in the editorial 
on page 2, the party could have had such a 
paper out when it was first put forward by this 
editor and the party’s Millwall victory architect, 
Eddy Butler, 5 or 6 years ago. There is no secret 
involved: printers print for money — it is as 
simple as that. Mr. Tyndall knows this as well 
as anyone, for last year’s Euro election print 
run of 15 million election addresses was 
handled by two previously unknown printers. 
The fact that the party now has a professional 
tabloid newspaper is because the new 
Chairman took the idea up and found not one, 
but several printers prepared to handle it. 

At the same time, Mr. Tyndall has been 
bemoaning the fact that groups and branches 
across the country and individuals too are 
shunning his spiteful publication. This comes 
as no surprise. When he can find it within him 
to offer help rather than snipe and hinder, like 
the scorpion which knows only one thing, 


people may take a different view. 

There is also the whole question of the 
legacy which the late John Lawson of 
Northumbria left to the party in 1991. In 
February’s Spearhead , Mr. Tyndall set out 
the facts which are not in dispute. 

There are two essential points to note. The 
first is that John Lawson left this legacy to Mr. 
Tyndall personally. The second is that he 
wanted the party to benefit from it. 

Having a legacy bequeathed to a named 
individual rather than the party is something 
that A.K. Chesterton (the National Front’s 
first Chairman) encouraged. Unfortunately, 
when he died, the money went to his wife who 
emigrated to S. Africa and spent the lot. 

As an aside, when I and others left the NF 
in 1980 for what became the BNP, we had all 
been sickened by the misuse of internal 
democracy. Now, of course, we have seen the 
flip side of the coin — what happens when 
everything is invested in a single person. 

It needs stating here that there is absolutely 
no question as to whom this money belongs. 
It belongs to John Tyndall. It is legally his and 
there is nothing the party can do about it, even 
though morally it belongs to the BNP. 

That John Lawson wished the party to 
benefit from his legacy not even Mr. Tyndall 
doubts since on page 10 of February’s 
Spearhead he says thus of John Lawson: 
‘[He] had worked hard and successfully built 
up a number of business interests and assets. 
He wanted to leave something in his will from 
which the Nationalist cause would benefit.’ 
This turned out to be a property worth 
approximately £100,000, the rental income from 
which was around £10,000 per year. 



JOHN TYNDALL: 

No treasurer , no accounts and a legacy 
he has a ‘duty ’ to stop the party getting 
its hands on! 


Mr. Tyndall himself acknowledges this and 
affirms that nearly all of this money was used 
to promote the party except for a couple of 
small purchases for Albion Press. 

Now that he is no longer the leader of the 
party, however, he says (in February’s 
Spearhead) that it is his duty to ensure that 
‘the party should not be able to get [its] hands 
on the legacy. ’ And that to pass on this money 
to the party would be a ‘betrayal of trust’. 
What these weasel words mean is that the 
party will not see any more of this money 
meant to benefit the BNP, not withstanding 
the wishes of John Lawson which impelled Mr. 
Tyndall to speak of it in previous years as 
belonging to the party. The money is legally 
Tyndall’s and he’s keeping it! 

Yet for years, Mr. Tyndall spoke of the 
Lawson legacy as ‘the party’s strategic 
reserve.’ Last August when he started 
appealing for funds to replenish it he said on 
pi5 of that month’s Spearhead that the party 
dug ‘into a reserve fund that has been available 
as a result of a deceased supporter thoughtfully 
remembering the party in his will. ’ Donations 
were asked to be made payable to the British 
National Party and marked ‘election 
replacement fund.’ The appeal went on... ‘we 
want to put as much as possible into this 
reserve fund so that the party can still continue 
to benefit from the income available through 
the interest’ [my emphases]. It is for the 
donating members themselves to say whether, 
on this matter, Mr. Tyndall has been completely 
honest or not. 

MONEY MATTERS 

The chutzpah of this man continued with 
his launch of Friends of Spearhead. Having 
alienated large numbers of people in the BNP 
leadership election last Autumn, which saw 
sales of Spearhead plummet, his FoS was 
launched to bridge the financial gap. 
Effectively, Tyndall loyalists (and other 
suckers) are being encouraged to send him a 
tenner a month so that he doesn’t have to 
touch what is now his own personal fortune 
left to him by John Lawson (after all, it no 
longer benefits the BNP). 

The BNP has learnt a very bitter lesson. 
That is why one of the constitutional changes 
passed at the Members’ Meeting in March 
was so vital. Potential donors and legators 
need the confidence to know that hard-earned 
money will benefit the Cause and not become 
either the prize of committee factionalism or 
the personal property of a single man. 

With the introduction of properly kept 
accounts and with the party having appointed 
three Bequest Trustees — the National 
Chairman, National Treasurer and Scottish 
Regional Organiser, the BNP has now provided 
the financial accountability — the solid rock 
— upon which trust can be rebuilt, 
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LETTERS 


(f Write to:- 

The Editor 
‘Patriot’ 

PO. Box 1032, Ilford, 

\ Essex IGl 1DY J) 



Sir — Please give my congratulations to 
our new party leader Mr. Griffin, not 
forgetting the rest of the team. Please find 
my subscription to rejoin the party. I look 
forward to us all forging ahead in the 
coming year. 

J. Burns, Cheshire. 

Sir — Thank you for your complimentary 
copy of Patriot which I have found most 
interesting and encouraging... a breath of 
fresh air. I enclose my subscription and 
look forward to receiving the next one. 

I have been particularly impressed by 
Michael Durrant’s ‘A Killing in Kosovo’ 
and Sam Walker’s article about Charles 
Kingsley. 

T. Bush, Glamorgan. 

Sir—The most telling thing about the BNP 
leadership election was the complete news 
blackout of the event in the media. This 
cannot be on account of the lack of 
newsworthiness, it was clearly deliberate 
policy. 

However, the censorship is gratifying as 
obviously the news media is concerned 
that a new dynamic BNP Chairman with 
views that coincide with those of the General 
Public will attract support away from the 
discredited old gang parties. 

The news of patriotic parties rising from 
small voter bases to taking a staggering 
quarter of the vote in Austria and now 
Switzerland means that the same can and 
will happen here in the UK. 

P. Newell, London. 

Sir — Congratulations on the election of 
Mr. Nick Griffin. Although I voted for Mr. 
Tyndall, the party is my top priority therefore 
you will have my full support as a member. 


My husband and I are staunch English 
people and believe that we being made 
second-class citizens in our own country. 

We would like to come out of Europe 
and control our own affairs, not be dictated 
to by foreigners; also to stop this influx of 
illegal immigrants. We have not got enough 
resources to support British people, let 
alone foreigners. 

L. Saville, Romford. 

Sir — Your letters correspondent, ‘Old 
Timer’ wrote in issue 6 that John Tyndall 
met with me to form a splinter group to be 
called ‘Spearhead’. I have to say that I 
never met with him at this time on any 
occasion far less a series of such meetings. 
C. Jordan, Yorks. 

Sir — I have just been sent a copy of Race 
Equality News (REN). The theory of equality 
has fascinated me for years, but I have 
never yet found anyone able to give me a 
definition of the term. 

I wrote to them saying that I accepted 
that two pounds of granulated sugar (from 
cane or beet) are as equal as anything can 
be. But when it comes to human beings, 
how can any two people be ‘equal’? 

Would there not be some inequality 
between two people of different height and 
weight? Are there not structural differences 
between men and women? 

If I had a beautiful mass of Titian-red 
hair, blue eyes and a delicate complexion, 
and you had stringy black hair, a blotchy 
skin and dark brown eyes would you feel 
quite happily that we are equal in appearance? 
Personally, if I had buck teeth and a friend 
had teeth like pearls, I would not feel that 
we were equally blessed and therefore, not 
equal. 

Would one of these REN types regard 
themselves as equal to a lunatic. If not, why 
not? 

Would one of these people regard their 
personality as the equal of the West 
murderers, or of Tony Blair or perhaps of 
Mother Theresa? 

Would one of these people say that their 
intellect was the equal of Alexis Carrel? 
Carrel was a Nobel Prize-winning scientist 
— the head, at different times, of the two 
greatest medical research institutions of his 
time, namely the Rockefeller Institution 
and the Mayo Clinic. Carrel, incidentally, 
said categorically that not only individuals 
but races too were not equal. 

If all human races are equal, why are 
horses and dogs not equal? Alternatively, 
why are the St. Bernard and the Mexican 


hairless not equal? 

Would a six-year-old be the equal of a 
36-year-old. If not, why not? And if age is 
a criterion of equality, at what age would 
people become equal? 

Needless to say, on all these questions, 
I am still waiting for a reply. 

Mrs. Spurling, Devon. 

Sir — Following Mr. Griffin’s leadership 
election victory, I would like to say that I 
agree with a lot of what he has got to say. 
At one time, I was a Union branch secretary 
and always remember the advice of the 
retiring union official: “You will never beat 
them (management) head to head. Always 
use their rules against them.” This proved 
very true. There are rules in this country 
against being harassed continuously, let’s 
use them to our advantage. 

G. Hodson, Herts. 

[There is something in the pipeline on this 
to be revealed later in the year — Ed] 

Sir — I have just received and read the 
latest issue of Patriot and I have to say that 
it was very good indeed. The interview 
with Nick Griffin was, I feel excellent. 
After reading this I can now see at least an 
outline of the man, rather than the image of 
a leader. He is, at heart, a very down to 
earth person. 

The article by Michael Newland certainly 
opened my eyes as to what sometimes goes 
on at the top. In fact most, if not all the 
articles in the publication gave a refreshing 
insight to world events instead of the stale 
pap we see on the TV and in the newspapers 
today. Finally, my favourite piece has to be 
the Fighting Traditions article by Bamaby 
Ore. Although the Korean War is not one of 
my pet likes, it was good to read about what 
the British Army was able to do over in 
Korea. Hope you do something like this in 
the next issue. 

David Williams, Liverpool. 

Sir — Thank you for the complimentary 
issue of Patriot. I’ve enjoyed it so much, I 
wish to subscribe 

K. Scott, Tyne & Wear. 

CORRECTIONS 

As editor, I have been corrected not 
once but twice of late for the 
misidentification of buildings. In issue 4 
the building described on pi 2 as the HQ 
of MI5 is, in fact, the HQ of MI6. And in 
issue 6, pi 1 St. Basil’s Cathedral on 
Red Square was wrongly identified as 
the Kremlin. 
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EVENT 




I 


REP WHITE AMP BIHE 
SUMMER FESWAlSt 




Sunday is Political Day with 
seminars, children’s creche 
and big BNP meeting. 


Saturday 12th & Sunday ISth August 

Saturday is Family Day with 
children’s entertainments, 


sports and games. Saturday 
night features a firework 
display and ox-roast. 


For details of this event being 
held on Farmer Giles’ lush 
meadow in several large marquee 
tents ring: 01902 892769. 

Book into cheap b&b or bring 
tents and camp overnight! Both 
days on the one site, guaranteed 
to become the biggest event in 
the patriotic calendar. 
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FIGHTING TRADITION 


AGINCOURT 


Steven Ward retells a battle immortalised 
by Shakespeare in Henry V 



T he Battle of Agincourt is one 
of the greatest feats of 
English arms. Outnumbered, 
racked by illness and 
desperately tired from long 
marches with little food, the first ever 
English ‘few’ didn’t just fight off a 
numerically superior foe, they annihilated 
them. 

Agincourt formed the climax of Henry 
V’s invasion of France in 1415, and was 
practically the last great English martial 
achievement of the Hundred Years’ War— 
the struggle between the Kings of England 
and France for lands and power within 
France. At one time, the English Kings 
ruled French lands greater than that of the 
French King himself — Normandy, Anjou, 
Poitou and Aquitaine. But by the accession 
of Henry V, however, English possessions 
in France amounted to little more than the 
fortified port of Calais. 

When peace talks broke down between 
the Crowns of England and France, Henry 
resolved to invade France, take Paris and 
with it, the French crown. Only 27, and 
King for just two years, Henry was already 
a matchless warrior — a veteran of three 
campaigns against Welsh & English rebels. 

The invasion fleet of 1,500 ships, both 
transports and fighting vessels, left 
Southampton water on 11 August. Henry’s 
8,000-strong army landed at the mouth of 


the Seine estuary three days later. On the 
17th, he marched to Graville, some three 
miles west of Harfleur and he surrounded 
Harfleur two days later. The town was 
strongly walled and fortified, so Henry 
settled down for a siege. Men and heat and 
marshland made for polluted water, and it 
was here that fever and dysentery started 
to ravage the English ranks. The Earl of 
Suffolk himself died and Henry lost 2,000 
men — a quarter of his entire force either 
dead or shipped back home to England. 


ASSAULT ON HARFLEUR 

Growing impatient with the siege, the 
King ordered a cannonade on the night of 
18 September with an assault the day after. 
At this point, the town proposed a peace 
with the lifting of the siege in return for 
Harfleur’s surrender if no French forces 
had come to its relief within three days. 
With none such arriving, Henry entered the 
town on the 23rd and the city was spared 
pillaging. 

The siege had been longer than anticipated, 


HENRY V 

Henry was born on September 16 and four years later undertook his first Following his first expedition 
1387 at Monmouth and was bred to campaign against the rebels Owain against France in 1415 in the course 
be a ruler. In the Middle Ages that Glyn Dwr & Percy of Northumberland of which he took Harfleur and his 
meant in large part to be a warrior. As at which time he was wounded. victory at Agincourt, there were two 

a child he had attended his father’s Two years later in 1405 Henry more campaigns during the course 
campaigns, but his education was captured Glyn Dwr’s son and three of which he seized Caen, Falaise, 
not neglected and he knew Latin and years after that, he captured Rouen, Montereau, Melun, Dreuxand 
could write and speak in both English Aberystwyth castle. These Welsh Meaux. 

and French. He loved reading and campaigns were of immense Predictably, Henry died on 
was said to take a small library with importance in Henry’s handling of his campaign. Aged 34, he succumbed 
him away on campaigns. future French expedition. to dysentery (contracted at Meaux) 

At the age of twelve on October 15 At the age of 25 on March 21 1413 on August 31 1422 at Bois de 
1399 he was crowned Prince of Wales ‘Hal’became King Henry V of England. Vincennes near Paris. 
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and it was growing late in the campaigning 
season. That, and with dysentery still a 
problem within his army made an immediate 
advance by Henry towards Paris out of the 
question; instead, he decided to make a 
display through enemy territory to the 
English-held fortress of Calais, where the 
army could spend the winter preparing for 
the next campaign. 

This venture involved considerable risk: 
by early October the French Constable had 
already collected some 14,000 men at 
Rouen, and to reach Calais the English 
would have to cross the broad River Somme. 
Everything depended on a free passage 
over the ‘Blanchetaque’ ford below 
Abbeville. 

Nevertheless, Henry believed that his 
army could overcome a larger army and the 
display would also serve to gauge French 
morale and will before the campaigning 
season the following year. 

THE LONG MARCH 
TO THE RIVER SOMME 

The 6,000-strong English army left 
Harfleur on 8 October, each man carrying 
8 days’ rations — sufficient, it was hoped, 
for a fast 160-mile march; all the heavy 
impedimenta was left with the Harfleur 
garrison, including the ‘bombards’. 
Everything went well until the 13th, when 
Henry’s scouts reported that the vital ford 
over the Somme was strongly held by the 
enemy. Constable d’Albret had divined 
Henry’s intention and sent his advance 
guard to hold the crossing while the main 
French army advanced later from Rouen 
aiming to cross the River Somme at Amiens. 
Henry’s entire strategy had come undone. 

For the next 5 days Henry marched up 
the river vainly searching for another ford. 
Yet each one he came to, he found defended. 
By the 16th, rations were running low and 
the army was becoming increasingly 
dispirited. A French army shadowed his 
movement on the opposite bank and all the 
time, the English army was being forced to 
march towards the powerful French army 
under Charles d’ Albret which was marching 
north east from Rouen towards Amiens. In 
addition, the low rations were leading to 
hunger and weakness. Two days later an 
undefended crossing was at last discovered 
at Bethancourt and nearby Voyennes even 
though the causeways over it had been 
destroyed. The rest of the day was spent 
demolishing houses for timber to repair the 
causeways. By the end of the next day, the 
English army was safely over the Somme. 
But now the French army was only 7 miles 


distant near Peronne. After crossing the 
Ternoise and reaching relatively high 
ground, Henry’s scouts could see the 
French army blocking the way and it was 
evident that the King would have to fight his 
way through to Calais against great odds. 
On the 24th, the English came upon the 
encampments of the French ‘terrific 
multitude’ in the Femoise valley, and halted 
for the night in the neighbouring village of 
Maisoncelles. The men were under¬ 
standably weary: they had covered 260 
miles in 17 days. That night it rained again 
turning the earth soft. 

The French army numbered some 


40,000-50,000 — seven or eight times the 
English number while Henry’s army 
numbered fewer than 6,000 with 4,950 
archers and 750 knights and men-at-arms. 

The morning of St. Crispin’s Day — 
October 25th — found the two unequal 
armies facing one another across the narrow 
and gently undulating plain bounded by the 
forests of Agincourt and Tramcourt. The 
battlefield had been ploughed and sown 
with winter wheat. The French were gay 
and confident — laying wagers on the 
prisoners they would take — but King Hal 
had whipped up his army’s morale to 


Carved wooden likeness of King Henry V on his tomb at Westminster Abbey 
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ranks. His archers 
were massed on 
the flanks and in 
two wedges 
covering the 
centre, their 
positions protected 
by a fence of 
sharpened stakes 
driven into the rain- 
sodden earth; the 
men-at-arms were 
stationed to hold 
the three intervals, 
but there were 
insufficient men to 
form a reserve and 
so the camp had to 
be entrusted to the 
sick. The front 
covered some 800 
yards and Henry’s 
battle line was no 
more than four 
men deep at any 
point. 

The Duke of 
York commanded 


The Battle of Agincourt 
October 25 1415 
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fever-pitch, and knight and archer shared a 
feeling of kinship: 4 We few, we happy few, 
we band of brothers’ was how Shakespeare 
immortally described the mood of the 
English army. 

Armies during this time employed lightly 
armoured infantrymen armed with pikes, 
archers (who were also armed with 
swords), men-at-arms and knights. Both 
men-at-arms and knights wore armour and 
were carried by horse. The difference was 
that men-at-arms dismounted to fight on 
foot — as armoured infantrymen, while the 
knights — the elite shock force — went 
into battle on horse. While the men-at-arms 
and knights were hard to kill, their chief 
vulnerability was getting knocked down, in 
which case it took two men to pull them 
upright again. 

Constable d’Albret, who sought to win 
by superior numbers against an English 
force weakened by hunger, dysentery and 
forced marches, deployed his men in three 
dense lines along a 1,000 yard front, the 
first two on foot, the third mounted. The 
vanguard of some 10,000 men-at-arms, 
armed with swords, spears and lances 
some 12-14 foot long, outnumbered the 
English force on its own. The second rank 
was even larger and formed into lines 20- 
30 deep leaving a reserve of knights in the 
rear. What few crossbowmen the French 
had were placed immediately behind the 
first French rank along with a few cannon. 
In addition, two further bodies of knights 
each 600 strong, were placed on the flanks 
slightly to the rear. 

From his first deployment at dawn, 
Henry sought to shorten his extended line 
and show that his army was not afraid of its 
vast opponent. To that end, Henry ordered 
‘Advance Banner!’ at 9.00 a.m. and moved 
his men forward 700 yards through deep 
mud to the narrowest neck of the plain, 
hardly 400 yards from the serried French 


the right wing, 

Lord Camoys the 
left, while King 
Henry held the centre. Every man, including 
the King, was to fight on foot. 

The battle opened when the French 
cavalry flank divisions — stung into action 
by the long-range shooting of the English & 
Welsh archers — sought to ride them 
down. But these slow and disorganised 
charges through thick mud against Henry’s 
flanks achieved nothing. 

Henry recognised that, as at Crecy 69 
years before, his archers were a battle¬ 
winning weapon. Accordingly, he had spent 
two years preparing them for his Normandy 
campaign. Each archer could loose off 


between 10 and 15 arrows per minute, and 
according to St. Remy: ‘Their horses were 
so wounded by the arrows that they were 
unmanageable. ’ Most of the French knights 
had been killed well before they neared the 
English, others were shot down at closer 
range making the survivors recoil, and the 
fleeing horsemen trampled through the 
advancing ranks of their own centre. The 
speed and accuracy of the archers had 
devastated the first French attack. 

Then the French vanguard attacked the 
English with their first line rushing forward 
to engage the English men-at-arms. At 
first, superior numbers began to tell, but as 
they came on, they were hit by the full 
force of Britain’s archery as perhaps 60,000 
arrows rained onto their ranks in the first 
minute. The French narrowed their front to 
avoid the hail of arrows poured into their 
flanks. The resulting press became 
appalling, and many Frenchmen were unable 
to raise their weapons to strike a blow. The 
English began to hold their ground as a 
result until into this confused mass plunged 
Henry at the head of his knights. At this 
point, many of the longbowmen were able 
to fire into the rear of the attacking French 
by virtue of the slightly concave English 
line adding further to the carnage. Then, 


THE HUNDRED YEARS WAR 

The main cause of the Hundred Years territory in France than the French 
War between England and France King himself, 
was the conquest by William Duke of During the course of his second 

Normandy of England in 1066. A campaign, Henry V secured himself 
subordinate to the French King prior the Regency of the French throne at 
to 1066, he became his equal — a the treaty of Troyes in 1420. Had 
King — after it. When Henry II, a Henry lived just another two months, 
descendant of William I, made a good he would have become King of both 
marriage to Eleanor of Aquitaine England and France — for Charles 
thereby gaining the regions of Poitou, VI, the French King, died himself on 
Gascony and Guienne, the English October 11. The course of history 
King found himself lord of more would have been changed. 
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SHAKESPEARE 

Henry V has also left a powerful impression upon 
literature. Most notably within Shakespeare’s play of 
the same name. Turned into film in the Laurence Olivier 
1944 classic, any watching of the two main orations 
given by King ‘Harry’ cannot fail to stir a fine patriotism. 
Olivier was at his best in this film. In Act 3, Scene 1 we 
find him at the siege of Harfleur after the bombardment 
and exhorting the assault prior to the town’s surrender. 

“Once more into the breach dear friends, once more, or close 
the wall up with our English dead. In peace there’s nothing so 
becomes a man as modest stillness and humility, but when the blast 
of war blows in our ears, then imitate the action of the tiger. Stiffen 
the sinews, conjure up the blood, disguise fair nature with hard- 
favoured rage. Then lend the eye a terrible aspect, let it pry through 
the portage of the head like the brass cannon, let the brow 
o’erwhelm it as fearfully as doth a galled rock o’erhang and jutty 
his confounded base, swilled with the wild and wasteful ocean. 
Now set the teeth and stretch the nostril wide, hold hard the breath, 
and bend up every spirit to his full height. On, on, you noblest 
English, whose blood is fet from fathers of war-proof, fathers that 
like so many Alexanders have in these parts from mom till even 
fought, and sheathed their swords for lack of argument. Dishonour 
not your mothers; now attest that those whom you called fathers 
did beget you. Be copy now to men of grosser blood, and teach 
them how to war. And you, good yeomen, whose limbs were made 
in England, show us here the mettle of your pasture; let us swear 
that you are worth your breeding — which I doubt not, for there 
is none of you so mean and base that hath not noble lustre in your 
eyes. I see you stand like greyhounds in the slips, straining upon 
the start. The game’s afoot. Follow your spirit, and upon this 
charge cry, ‘God for Harry, England and Saint George!’” 

That race and breeding is a natural part of any 
nation is held by Shakespeare as self evident. It is only 
in the diseased twentieth and early twenty-first centuries 
where men have apologised for their ethnicity or 
pretended that nations are made of conglomerations 
of individuals who happen to live within the same 
geographical borders regardless of blood. 

Patriotism is allied to the heroic spirit. In Act 4, Scene 
3 before the battle of Agincourt, Henry overhears a 
wish for some of those abed in England to be on the 
battlefield. He answers: 

“If we are marked to die, we are enough to do our country loss; 
and if to live, the fewer men, the greater share of honour... This day 



is called the Feast of St. Crispian. He that outlives this day and comes 
safe home will stand a-tiptoe when this day is named and rouse him at 
the name of St. Crispian. He that shall see this day and live t’old age 
will yearly on the vigil feast his neighbours and say, ‘Tomorrow is Saint 
Crispian.’ Then he will strip his sleeve and show his scars and say these 
wounds I had on St. Crispian’s day... We few, we happy few, we band 
of brothers. For he today that sheds his blood with me shall be my 
brother; be he ne’er so vile, this day shall gentle his condition. And 
gentlemen in England now abed shall think themselves accursed they 
were not here, and hold their manhoods cheap whiles any speaks that 
fought with us here upon Saint Crispian’s day.” 

More recently, Kenneth Branagh remade and starred in 
the leading role as Henry V. It is a worthy successor with 
superior film work as would be expected given the passage 
of another 50 years, although Olivier’s Henry V is 
unequalled. 

Henry l/is still occasionally screened on television and 
the Branagh version can be had on video. If you get the 
chance, watch it. It will be well worth the while. 


the English & Welsh archers, sensing that 
the time was right, quit their stakes, threw 
their bows and arrows on the ground, and 
seizing their swords, hatchets and mallets 
(with which they’d hammered the 
sharpened stakes into the ground to protect 
against horses) they sallied out upon the 
Frog. Unencumbered, they knocked the 
Frenchmen down and climbed over piles of 
fallen French knights — three deep in some 
places — raised their visors and stabbed 
them through the eye. Others stabbed the 
fallen through the chink in the armour 


covered by chain mail. 

With the French centre giving ground, 
yet with the rear lines pressing forward, the 
crush upon the French grew, leaving them 
no room for manoeuvre. Under the rain of 
arrows, many fell on top of those already 
on the ground. Others had no room to fight. 
They presented an easy target to the more 
mobile English who, according to St. Remy, 
butchered them Tike sheep.’ The first 
French line was soon reduced to a bloody 
shambles, and the second line, whose men- 
at-arms had walked even further through 


the quagmire, upon seeing the first rank 
slain, turned tail. Only half an hour after the 
opening of the battle the French attack lay 
in ruins, and a wall of bodies separated the 
victorious English from the third and last 
line of the French army. The archers busied 
themselves seizing prostrate French 
noblemen to hold for ransom. 

Nevertheless, despite appearances, the 
battle was not quite over: disturbing news 
reached Henry from the rear. A detachment 
of French marauders had surprised and 
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and the Counts of Nevers, Vaudemont, 
Marie, Blamont, Roucy, Dammartin, 
Vaucourt and Fauquembergue. Altogether, 
more than 90 Lords and 1,560 knights 
besides 9,000 or so men-at-arms, plus 


looted the English camp, killing the sick and 
capturing, amongst other items, the King’s 
crown and seals. Simultaneously, the 
French knights to Henry’s front — who 
still outnumbered the entire English force 

— showed signs of 
renewing the attack. It 
appeared probable that 
Henry’s army was about to 
be assailed from front and 
rear at a moment when the 
bulk of the archers were 
scattered seeking loot, while 
the large body of prisoners 

— many of whom had not 
yet been divested of their 
armour — already 
constituted a menace in the 
very midst of his position. 

Faced with the prospect of 
losing the battle, Henry gave 
the order to kill the 
prisoners. The English 
soldiery faced with being 
deprived of many a rich 
ransom were reluctant until 
a rumour, no doubt started 
by the King himself, spread 
that the French were to cut Stylised battle scene depicting the Hundred Years 


with its remaining 2,000 prisoners, resumed 
the march to Calais with as much loot as 
they could carry. Had it turned in its tracks 
and marched on Paris, peace might have 
been won that same year, but Henry 
considered the season too 
far advanced for further 
operations. The French 
were consequently awarded 
a breathing-space, and the 
effects of Henry V’s great 
victory failed to come up to 
the most optimistic 
expectations. 

For such a stunning 
victory, the gain of Harfleur 
was scant reward. And 
ultimately, all that did was 
to unnecessarily prolong the 
Hundred Years War. The 
main legacy of Henry’s 
French expedition of 1415 
then was the immortal fame 
won on the battlefield of 
Agincourt. Once again, a 
badly outnumbered English 
army had triumphed against 
a larger French one. The 
War memories of earlier battles 


off the right hand of every captured archer. 
At which every archer set about the 
prisoners with murderous intent. This ‘cruel 
butchery’ has been widely criticised, but in 
Henry’s defence it is hard to see what else 


crossbowmen, were killed. At the same 
time, many others were captured, the most 
important of whom were the Dukes of 
Orleans and Bourbon and Lord Gaucourt. 

English losses were fantastically light 


in the time of the Black Prince (see last 
issue of Patriot) at Crecy and Poitiers were 
revisited. No doubt the English army at 
Agincourt numbered many a grandson of 
victorious English soldiers from those earlier 



Left: English 
longbowmen in 
a contemporary 
drawing . Some 
appear to be 
wearing 
chainmail 
hoods, others 
don’t. 
Right: 

Longbowmen 
from the film 
Braveheart 



he could have done in the face of an 
impending attack from both front and rear. 
In the event, however, this did not 
materialise, and the slaughter was stopped. 

Indeed, the third French line seeing the 
slaughter simply melted away, leaving Henry 
the master of the field and an open path to 
Calais. 

The Battle of Agincourt cost France at 
least half its nobility, including the Constable 
d’Albret, the Dukes of Bar, Brabant and 
Alengon, the Admiral Jacques de Chatillan 

22 


with contemporary accounts giving 
between 13 and 40 dead. In their number 
this included the stout Duke of York, 
commander of the left wing, who was 
stifled in his armour beneath a pile of slain 
— a fate that befell many more on the field. 
The figure of 13-40 does not, of course, 
include the sick and the baggage boys who 
were slain as a result of the sneak French 
attack on the English camp. Total losses 
might have been around 100. 

Shortly afterwards the English army, 


battles. Like father, like sons and grandsons, 
it gives verisimilitude to Shakespeare’s 
words put into the mouth of King Henry: 

On, on, you noblest English, whose blood 
is fet from fathers of war-proof, fathers that 
like so many Alexanders have in these parts 
from mom till even fought, and sheathed 
their swords for lack of argument 

This was a time of wise rulers and true 
heroes. It stands in sharp contrast to the 
political flunkies in Westminster who pose 
as the nation’s ‘leaders’ today, (bn^ 
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ECOLOGY AND ECONOMICS 


A GREEN AND PLEASANT 

LAND A forthcoming DNP policy document 


ural Britain is being devastated and the 
countryside we love is being changed 
out of all recognition. Just consider a few 
shocking facts: 

The government estimates that a 
combination of family break-ups and immigration means 
that an extra 4.4 million new homes must be built, 
destroying vast areas of countryside. 

EU-subsidised ‘agri-business’ farming techniques have 
destroyed 97 per cent of our meadowlands and 150,000 
miles of hedgerow, cut the numbers of song thrushes by 
73 per cent, and damaged nearly half of all our Sites of 
special Scientific Interest. And to make matters worse, 
we’re the ones paying for this rape of the countryside — 
an extra £10 billion in direct and indirect taxation every 
year! 

Genetically modified crops are the latest weapon in 
the campaign by the five giant agro-chemical companies 
to monopolise the world’s food supply. They jeopardise 
the safety and quality of our food, and endanger wildlife. 
The vast majority of the population oppose GM foods, 
but with the Government in their pockets, big agri¬ 
business is going ahead with more and more field tests 
anyway. 

The independent shops and varied character of our 
smaller towns are being squeezed out by the spread of 
huge out-of-town supermarket developments. These 
destroy more jobs than they create, penalise people 
without cars, and leave once- 
thriving high streets full of ‘For 
Sale’ boards or charity shops. 

Every budget sees the 
Chancellor slap more duty on 
petrol and diesel. This is 
disguised as a ‘green’ measure, 



but only a fraction of the money raised goes into 
improving public transport, which is the only thing 
which can reduce the number of vehicles on the 
roads. Increased fuel costs are not only driving haulage 
companies and jobs abroad, they are also yet another 
blow to car-dependent rural communities, already 
reeling from the fall in farm incomes and successive 
governments’ mishandling of the BSE crisis. 

So what would the British National Party do 
about such problems? 

•Stop all house-building in rural areas and country 
towns except to meet the housing needs of local 
people. Stopping immigration and getting tough with 
criminals, would slash the number of people wanting 
to move from the cities in the first place. 

•Scrap the present EU Common Agricultural Policy 
system, which subsidises the over-production of low 
quality food by agri-business. Give support instead to 
the family farms which are the backbone of healthy 
agriculture and rural communities. Encourage organic 
food production and labour-intensive farming 
techniques, thus cutting down on excessive use of 
pesticides and artificial fertilisers which threaten our 
health and make Britain dangerously reliant on foreign 
imports. 

• Ban the testing or production of Genetically 
Modified foods. 

•Make it a serious criminal offence, carrying an 
automatic prison sentence, for 
local councillors to take 
backhanders from developers 
or supermarkets in exchange 
for planning permission. Create 
the planning presumption that 
further supermarket develop¬ 
ments should not be permitted 
unless there is an over¬ 
whelming local need and 
demand for them. Double local 
business rates on super¬ 
markets and use the money to 
fund the regeneration of 
traditional local shopping areas. 

•Freeze the duty on DERV. Hand 
back a proportion of the money raised 
through motor fuel taxes to local 
councils in rural areas. By funding 
greater provision of rural services, 
without increasing council taxes, this 
would offset the impact of higher fuel 
costs on communities where cars are 
an absolute necessity rather than a 
matter of convenience. (0 
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STANDARDBEARERS — 


British roots of the New Right 


By and published by the Bloomsbury Forum 1999; obtainable from:- 
Freedom Books PO Box 59, Mold, Flintshire CH7 5ZA £6.75 softback 


T his book sets out to give a 
whole host of nearly- 
forgotten British heroes of 
art, invention, states¬ 
manship and political 
thought new exposure in a constructive 
new political context. 

The Bloomsbury Forum was/is a small 
group of nationalist thinkers whose critical 
analysis was that British Nationalism needed 
to rediscover the rich vein of home-grown 
genius with which Britain has traditionally 
abounded. Their product is Standard- 
bearers. Edited by Jonathan Bowden, Eddy 
Butler and Adrian Davies, these men picked 
20 great figures from our past and brought 
them to life in this book. 

The list includes Henty, Penny, Buchan, 
Disraeli, Burke, Wilson, Blatchford, Bonar 
Law, Belloc, Carson, Chesterton, 
Chamberlain, Powell, Morris, Johnson, 
Palmerston, Keynes, Salisbury and 
Hopkins. Deciding who was in and who 
was out must have been both hard and a 
decision of balance. Out for example is 
Clive of India, Wolfe, Elizabeth I, Nelson, 
Turner, Faraday, Florence Nightingale, 
Drake, Newton and so many others who 
could have been included. 

This book doesn’t pretend to give a 
comprehensive history of any of the 
characters that it includes. More, it gives a 
brief sketch of these men (there are no 
women here) and leaves the reader with a 
desire to find out more about these great 


British heroes and patriots. 

The preface sets the scene for this book 
well: ‘The air of apology for all things 
British, which has descended like a smog 
over our heritage is very much due for 
dispersal.. Standardbearers offers a reminder 
of what Britain and its people can and have 
achieved for those who have forgotten, and 
an introduction for those who never knew.’ 
In the Britain of the late twentieth and early 
twenty-first centuries, where British history 
is scarcely taught at all in a deliberate attempt 
to destroy the link our people have with the 
past, this book is overdue. 

The first sketch, by co-editor Eddy Butler, 
architect of the BNP’s election win at 
Millwall, is of Henty. George Henty was 
Britain’s first war correspondent and a writer 
of novels and children’s adventures. Butler 
writes thus: ‘Henty more than any other 
popularised the manly British virtues which 
became a national stereotype and underpinned 
Britain’s imperial might at a time of national 
greatness.’ Henty was, apparently, a sickly 
child, but developed in later years to become 
a large and powerfully built man. All of 
Henty’s heroes were, in contrast to his own 
unhappy childhood, athletic and popular. 
Eddy Butler makes the analogy that the 
liberal is like a hand-wringing bed-wetter, 
who to make himself feel better, tries to 
convince the rest of society that bed-wetting 
is normal, perhaps even desirable! Their aim 
is to turn us all into a nation of bed-wetters. 
Henty on the other hand, understood the 


problem as a sufferer and wanted the trait 
to be eliminated rather than ‘normalised’. 
This was to be achieved by developing a 
virtue dependant on neither brains nor 
brawn, but upon ‘pluck’ or courage. 

Butler also makes the point that 
practically every historical figure would, 
today, be judged politically incorrect. They 
saw the world around them with their own 
eyes andjudged accordingly. This is certainly 
the key reason, as alluded to before, why 
British history is being deliberately truncated 
so that little history is known pre-WWII. 
And for the obvious reason. The knowledge 
that a few thousand Britons had ruled an 
empire numbering hundreds of millions; 
where some native peoples living next to 
the coast had failed to develop sailing boats, 
and there or inland had failed to develop the 
wheel, is food for thought indeed. 

The next figure in the book is William 
George Penny written on by Mike Oldsea. 
Penny was a mathematician and scientist 
and it’s good to see such a person figure in 
this book. When the US refused to share 
the atom bomb’s secrets with the UK after 
WWII despite a promise, Britain set to out 
to build its own bomb. Penny, an expert in 
controlled and directed explosions using 
shaped charges — who had worked on the 
Manhattan Project — was the man who 
was asked to build it. 

The problems were formidable and 
starting in earnest in 1947, it took six years. 
On October 3rd 1952, Britain became a 
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nuclear power when its first bomb was 
detonated off Western Australia. Five years 
later, Britain tested its first hydrogen bomb 
— again built by Penny. Penny is a good 
study of how even a seemingly humble 
geek-like character working in his 
laboratory enhanced British power 
immeasurably and can also be a source of 
inspiration. 

This review cannot do any more than 
scratch the surface of just several of the 
characters included. Another notable thing 
about the collection of Britons is that they 
are drawn from all four home nations. 
Buchan, for instance, was a Scot and a 
working-class one at that. A soldier, MP, 
propagandist, publisher, barrister, war 
correspondent, author and Governor- 
General of Canada. He had a magnificently 
varied career, and believed in a brotherhood 
of British nations — Britain, New Zealand, 
Australia, Canada and South Africa. The 
empty spaces that had allowed settlement 
and the creation of white civilisation by 
Britons were prized. Densely populated 
lands such as India were not. 

One surely mistaken figure to be included 
is Burke. Burke, an Irish Whig and notorious 
for his hand-wringing abroad — who took 
the side of the American rebels against the 
Crown and of the Indians against Empire 
was someone who at the same time didn’t 
give tuppence for the condition of the 
desperately exploited and impoverished 
British at home on his own doorstep. 

Only in his denunciation of the French 
Revolution is he right. In his denunciation, 
he defends the British constitution on 
grounds not of the abstract, but through 
tradition based on practice. Burke correctly 
states that man is not born replete with 
‘rights’. Men award those rights to 
themselves, enshrine them in law and these 
‘rights’ differ from one country to another. 
Furthermore, because these rights extend 
for hundreds of years, succeeding 
generations ‘inherit’ them. Burke placed 
heavy emphasis on this. Magna Carta was 
a restatement of ancient liberties. Likewise 
The Glorious Revolution was made ‘to 
preserve our ancient, indisputable laws and 
liberties and that ancient system of 
government.’ 

Nevertheless, these ancient rights and 
liberties to freedom, enjoyment of property 
and protection of the law hardly lifted the 
poor out of their poverty. He was, in fact, 
arguing for the preservation of the status 
quo which, while not wrong in all 
circumstances, in the 1790s merely served 
to keep the landed aristocracy (which the 
Whigs mainly represented at that time) in 
their pre-eminent position and the poor 
their servants. 
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Championing tradition is all very well, 
but Burke was a supporter of anti-British 
treason abroad and of privilege for the 
aristocratic rich at home. Surely someone 
more worthy than this could have been 
included? 

Blatchford, at least, is a healthy antidote 
to the reactionary poison of Burke. An 
English socialist, the clues to Blatchford’s 
inclusion are his books, titles which included 
Merrie England and Britain for the British. 
These books recruited heavily for the infant 
Labour Party. The Manchester Guardian 
put it thus: ‘For every convert made by Das 
Capital , there were a hundred made by 


Merrie England .’ At this time, Labour was 
a party of patriotism as well as of workers’ 
rights. Only later did the international 
socialists take the party over. This study is 
well worth reading to discover that the 
early socialists were mostly patriots who 
were socialists because of their love for our 
people, not through some foreign ideology. 

For the wealth of great historical figures 
sketched out in this book, Burke apart, this 
is a ‘must read’ book. Every patriot should 
buy and read this book, give them to young 
nephews & nieces and donate them to 
libraries. We are already looking forward to 
Standardbearers II! 0 


Standardbearers 

British Roots of the New Right 


With a Foreword by 
Professor Antony Flew 


Bloomsbury Forum 
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MANY SHADES OF BIACK 


By John Bean Reviewed by Tony Lecomber Obtainable from:- 

Freedom Books PO Box 59, Mold, Flintshire CH7 5ZA: £9.00 softback 


T his book is part autobiography 
and part historical essay with 
John Bean and British 
Nationalism being the central 
subjects. 

The early part of the book provides an 
interesting glimpse of what life was like in 
the depression years and also of what the 
boy, then the man, was like as a person. 

John Bean was bom on June 7 1927. He 
never knew his mother — she having died 
two years later from TB — and his early life 
was never settled, always on the move and 
always hungry. Indeed, reading the early 
pages of this book, it appears that no pint of 
milk left on a doorstep was safe and nor 
was any orchard or vegetable patch! 

As the young scamp gave way to the 
young man, Bean joined the Royal Navy 
where he was able to closely study foreign 
peoples and their culture. This in turn set 
the young Bean to thinking about European 
culture and it was this that turned John 
Bean into a Nationalist. 

John Bean’s political career makes very 
interesting reading, mainly because it chimes 
with what we in the BNP have learned over 
the last few years. Bean describes how he 
thrived on the marches that characterised 
Union Movement, but then how he gradually 
came to realise that this activity and others 


like it were literally marching nationalism 
into a political dead end. 

Mosley’s UM thrived on the attacks of 
its leftist and Jewish opponents. So much 
so that when in 1950 the violent attacks 
from the communists and Jewish 43 group 
upon UM meetings etc. stopped, UM went 
looking for them! 

At one point, he recounts UM’s paper 
Union announcing: “The flags of Europe 
will be carried through the streets of 
Hackney by local branch members next 
Sunday, headed by the symbol of European 
Socialism, the flash and circle banner. The 
march will proceed to the meeting pitch at 
Stamford Hill, where members of the local 
population will be gathering to hear the 
policies of Oswald Mosley.” Bean goes on: 
“To a number of Mosley’s dedicated 
followers scattered over London, this would 
read: ‘We are marching through opposition 
strongholds next Sunday, finishing at 
Stamford Hill where the Yids should be 
waiting to greet us, so look out for trouble. ’” 

This ‘any publicity is good publicity’ 
nonsense is well dissected by Bean. He 
recounts UM attacks upon a communist 
peace meeting and upon a march supporting 
a communist election candidate. As he 
says, the Mosley hierarchy thought that 
they were demonstrating that they were the 


only force actively opposing communism 
and that this would lead to publicity. All it 
did, however, was to confirm the General 
Public in the view that Mosley’s men were 
trouble and lacking any political argument. 

An interesting potted history of British 
Nationalism is also to be had including that 
of the White Defence Force and the League 
of Empire Loyalists. 

Bean first discovered the trap of ‘march 
and grow’ when he became the leader of 
the first British National Party. On 
September 2nd 1962, he organised a 
thoroughly pointless outdoor meeting for 
Ridley Road, Hackney. The meeting site 
was occupied by hundreds of reds and the 
40-50 BNP members who met nearby 
were attacked from two sides and badly 
beaten. Offered an alternative meeting site 
by police, the remaining 20 or so BNP 
stalwarts bravely went ahead with their 
meeting a mile away surrounded by 1,000 
yelling protestors. There were no listening 
members of the public, Bean couldn’t make 
himself heard to his own supporters and, to 
cap it all, the media blamed the BNP for the 
violence. From then on says Bean, “I 
opposed all ‘coat-trailing’ marches and 
meetings offering little support. The time 
and energy was better spent on building up 
branches where we had support. The failure 
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to learn this lesson of 1962 was my reason 
for finally leaving the National Front in 
1978.” 

The BNP then started devoting the whole 
of its energy into elections. In the council 
elections of 1963, Southall BNP stood in 
two wards and picked up votes of 21Vi% 
and 13 1 /2%. Local Organiser Ron Cuddon 
was primarily to thank — building an 
efficient branch and working with the local 
resident’s association (He was also one of 
the first to realise the futility of confrontation 
‘politics’). Reading these passages, I was 
immediately struck by the similarities to 
then and now. The very name British 
National Party; the pioneering local organiser 
— Ron Cuddon in Southall in 1963 and 
Eddy Butler in Tower Hamlets in 1993; the 
recognition that conflict has to be avoided, 
even if of the enemy’s making. 

The sad fact is that it has taken us more 
than 35 years to reach the same point as the 
original BNP. Why is this? Bean’s book 
doesn’t provide the answer, at least not 
directly. But it is there for those with the 
eyes to see and the brains to understand. 
John Tyndall gets a mention, who we are 
told was ‘slow to learn’, as being expelled 
for wearing neo-Nazi uniform in the 
‘Spearhead’ group. It was the Spearhead 
group which was most keen on the ‘red- 
blooded’ type of activities such as marches 
etc. The Spearhead people then went on to 
form the National Socialist Movement and 
Tyndall, of course, went on to become the 
dominant figure in Nationalism for nearly 
thirty years. Nuff said! 

Thinking on all of this, one wonders 
what might have been had Bean, not Tyndall, 
been the dominant personality in the 1970s. 
We shall never know and it was never 
remotely possible. Unfortunately, Bean was 
not a leader. He most lacked the ‘hardness’ 
which one must have to lead well and he 
has/had a liberal tinge to him. Indeed, one 
of Tyndall’s complaints of Bean is that he 
harboured latent liberal tendencies. This 
comes out to some degree in Bean’s telling 
of his Indian adventures of which he is 
overly apologetic. 

John Bean recounts a particularly 
poignant speech at the NF’s 1967 AGM by 
its first Chairman A.K. Chesterton: “Let us 
face this. We have an attraction for certain 
kinds of louts who, unless kept in check, 
can certainly wreck any movement. The 
harm these irresponsibles can do us may be 
incalculable. We are fighting a clever and 
immensely powerful enemy, and while we 
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cannot match his resources, we can and 
must try to match his brains. The man who 
thinks this is a war that can be won by 
mouthing slogans against ‘dirty Jews and 
filthy n***ers’ is a maniac whose place 
should not be in the National Front but in a 
mental hospital... A nation once noble and 
great cannot be rescued from the mire by 
jackasses who play straight into their 
enemies hands by giving the public that 
image of us that the enemy most dearly 
wants to be given.” Sadly, A.K lacked the 
youth and strength to lead for long and the 
NF passed into the hands of those who 
were slow to learn, consigning the party to 


inevitable failure despite initial success. 

On the present BNP Bean says thus: 
‘What of the British National Party itself? 
Up until the mid-nineties it stood little chance 
of a breakthrough, despite its transitory 
success in winning the Millwall ward by- 
election. The problem was that John Tyndall 
was both its greatest asset and its greatest 
drawback... as long as the BNP continues 
its now more practical approach it has the 
potential for providing our salvation.’ 

This book is slightly let down by poor 
typesetting, but this should not detract 
from what is a good read with sharp insight 
which you won’t want to put down, (bn^ 
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The first BNP marching to disaster just as nationalism has always marched to 
disaster . The lesson is: When in a hole , stop digging! 


Inside Britain’s Far-Right 

John Bean 
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ACTIVITY FOR ALL 

SELECTIVE TARGETING 

Softening up the establishment by Charles Williams 


T here will be those nationalists 
who for various reasons are 
not able to take part in leaflet 
distribution or the activities 
associated with ‘Days of 
Action’. This article therefore may assist 
in pointing the way for such supporters to 
a mode of very useful activity that can 
target those persons who, whilst not overtly 
predisposed to a nationalist message, may 
nevertheless be influenced in a positive 
way by literature put in front of them via 
direct mail. 

Such literature would constitute articles 
appearing in British National Party 
publications. There is no point in re-cycling 
items of news or articles that appear 
normally in the British press (mainly daily 
or weekly newspapers). Such news items, 
even if substantially true, almost always 
lack the very necessary nationalist ‘gloss’ 
or message necessary to make this mode of 
direct mailing a pertinent operation. 

Some three years ago this writer, being 
handicapped by mobility and advancing 
years, set out on a path of bringing aspects 
of the nationalist message to individuals in 
some position of prominence in the public 
sphere. To this end it was necessary to 
make a trip to the local reference library 
and seek out a copy of the Municipal Year 
Book. Now this work is 
a major publishing 
enterprise that covers 
anything and everything 
worthwhile in the field 
of local government in 
Britain. Every police 
force with names and 
addresses of Chief 
Constables, Chief 
Education officers, the 
Social Services, 

Borough and County 
councillors, probation 
officers etc. Names and 
addresses, ranks... 
everything you need to 
know both locally and 
nationally. All of 
mainland Britain plus 
Northern Ireland. 

There is one snag 
however. This book is 


very expensive, costing well over £100 for 
the two volume work. So a researcher has 
two options. He/she can photostat the 
requisite sections when needed in the library 
(subject to copyright laws) or copy names 
(titles) and addresses direct from the book 
onto previously prepared envelopes and 
correspondence/specialist literature. 

However, a third and better option does 
exist. In the autumn of each year, one can 
write directly to the Head Librarian at one’s 
particular reference library and offer to 
take an out-of-date copy from them when 
it is no longer required by that library. The 
sum offered is a discretional amount. Two 
years ago, I offered £10 for a copy not 
more than two years old and in the January, 
when a new edition appeared in that library, 
a librarian rang me up and said “come and 
collect our old copy for the amount you 
offered.” Which I did and have made 
extensive use of it at home ever since. It 
saves a 14 mile return trip to my nearest 
reference library plus the local heavy car 
parking costs. 

Now whilst names of chief officers, 
constables, councillors etc. may change 
due to deaths, retirements, transfers, 
sackings and so on, the titles of such people 
and their addresses of places where they 
work are remarkably constant. The location 
of this writer’s old local 
government offices are 
the same as they were 
some 29 years ago when 
I first started working 
there. 

So do not be 
concerned with 

changing names held by 
any appointment holder. 
You just need to know 
the title of the officer 
and his/her official 
address. 

So what does one do 
when one has got hold 
of this very extensive 
information resource? 
Should you worry that 
it’s going to be 
prohibitively expensive to 
mail your specialist 
literature to the type of 



Nationalists wanting to mail-out to 
local senior public officials must get 
The Municipal Year Book 


‘establishment’ person your reference 
work reveals? Not necessarily. Normal 
literature (leaflet) distribution by hand can 
also be quite expensive both in costs which 
include postage, probable vehicular use 
and hours of trudging around estates. The 
latter aspect is just not on for a person with 
a disability and poor mobility. An isolated 
activist is anyway not advised to go on a 
leaflet distribution by him/herself in inner 
city areas with large immigrant populations 
in any case. 

So, our elderly/infirm/female or isolated 
inner city would be-activist chooses the 
direct mailing option. Our activist gets 
stocks of intellectually orientated literature 
from mainstream BNP publications. And 
now you select an article that your 
experience leads you to believe is suitable 
for directing at say a Chief Constable or a 
Director of Education or whatever. The 
subject matter may well be saying something 
that the recipient probably already feels ‘in 
his heart’ but as he still wants to be 
considered for promotion, he dare not say 
openly. The article sent to them, always 
assuming it to have a sensible intellectual 
‘edge’, may well reinforce their 
unhappiness at the situation they find 
themselves placed in at the time of receiving 
it. 

Consider the poor chief Social Services 
officer at a sea-side town. He may well 
have been lumbered with finding places for 
scores of ‘asylum’ seekers. Or a Chief 
Constable may receive an article describing 
a race riot in a location the other side of the 



The influential career 
professional is the main target 
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country and which he had not previously 
come across in the national press or official 
police journals/reports. Although an 
individual chief constable outside of 
Britain’s multi-racial utopias may not have 
local trouble in his area, there is no harm in 
indicating that his turn may well come 
some time in the future. 

Who knows what the accumulated 
pressure on these establishment people 
may give rise to in the fullness of time? We 
don’t wish them poor health/nervous 
breakdowns but let’s get it across to them 
that we are all in the same boat — if not 
now, then soon. 

We now come to an important, practical 
aspect. Is it reasonable to fear that the 
direct mail will find its way immediately 
into the waste paper basket? (WPB as it’s 
known in government and commercial 
circles). Not necessarily, for the following 
reasons:- a letter comes into the registry 
section of the specific department it has 
been addressed to. The chief registry clerk 
may well keep a ‘funny’ piece of mail in his/ 
her office for an hour or so prior to passing 
it on the chief officer’s secretary. During 
that time it can be read by the clerk and/or 
a few of his colleagues. When the piece of 
mail gets to the chief’s secretary, she may 
well glance over it or even read most or all 
of it if it’s not too long. At last the item gets 
to the chief. Will it be looked at cursorily 
and then chucked straight away into the 
WPB? Most assuredly no. Why? Because 
the sender of the item will have used a bit 
of cunning and highlighted ‘key’ sentences 
on each page with a ‘high-lighter’ pen. 
This simple ploy is essential. Forget it at 
your peril. When ‘highlighting’ is seen by 
an individual, it automatically attracts 
attention. That is, if it relates to the reader’s 
main worry, bugbear or interest 
professionally speaking. 



Photocopies can be had for 4p/A4 sheet 


The chief and/or his deputy may read the 
article there and then in the office. Or he 
may take it home for reading at leisure as 
the article does not demand any official 
action and can be considered at leisure. At 
his home location the chief may feel he is on 


safe ground and even let his wife (or 
children) read it. Thus a new aspect to 
current events is placed in front of persons 
of some influence who would not normally 
come across nationalist propaganda of, to 
them, an acceptable nature. 

The nationalist mailing the article will 
probably have prepared a fifty to one- 
hundred word ‘preface’ to the article. Such 
a preface must be grammatical and literate. 
Remember, people out of the top drawer 
are going to read the item. It may have been 
deemed a good idea to either indicate that 
the article came from a nationalist publisher 
or to leave the recipient in the dark. Bear in 
mind the requirements of the editor whose 
work you have been copying. You would 
have to use your judgement regarding 
whether to indicate that the sender has an 
association with a nationalist organisation. 
It’s not necessarily going to influence an 
establishment type to give, for example, a 
BNP imprimatur to the item, always 
assuming the article does not make that 
clear anyway. 

The sender could include his/her name 
and address as an adjunct to the ‘preface’ 
of the article if this was considered 
appropriate. Also further information as to 
where and at what price the main publication 
may be obtained. Remember, ‘political 
cunning rules.’ 

A question also arises as to whether the 
odd leaflet ought also to be included with 
the article and its preface. This would not 
always be a good idea because the typical 
nationalist leaflet is written for a general or 
‘average’ reader and an ‘establishment’ 
type person does not want coming through 
his office mail the sort of literature that may 
well be pushed through his front door at 
home. However, some specialised leaflets 
may be in order. For instance, an anti¬ 
paedophile leaflet to a Social Services 
director or an ‘Aids warning’ leaflet to a 
Medical officer of Health. Be careful. Be 
certain that there is nothing in a non-BNP 
leaflet that could contravene our retrograde 
race laws, 

What is the ‘selective targeting’ option 
going to cost? You can buy commercial C5 
envelopes in bulk at less than a penny each 
and second-class stamps are 19p a time 
and cover the weight transmission of at 
least 5 pages of A4 paper. A run of 20 
articles (and accompanying preface) at 
your local printer or ‘do-it-yourself’ 
photocopying machine would cost 15 pence 
for a three page article (possibly less) this 
involving you in a cost of about £7 to 
despatch to 20 selected special addresses 



You don’t need a computer to write a 
legible letter — an old typewriter will do 


your three page mailing. Not cheap, but 
wisely planned the overall effect could be 
very good although, alas, this is not 
necessarily quantifiable. 

I have mentioned the Municipal Year 
Book. There are also directories published 
annually by the Church of England diocesan 
organisations. These are as low as £6 per 
copy including postage. They list everyone 
in church hierarchy from the diocesan 
bishop downwards to the humblest parish 
clerk, church warden and head of the local 
C of E schools. Some such directories also 
indicate whether the incumbent of a parish 
(or group of parishes) is a bachelor or 
someone who may be married. In some 
cases even the name of the wife is given. 
The Roman Catholics and non-conformist 
churches also publish directories which 
can often be found in your local friendly 
reference library. 

This article is mainly written for the BNP 
supporter or house-bound wife who can 
not, for various reasons (lack of mobility, 
child care), get out into outdoor activities. 
Not everyone would want (or be able to 
afford) a frequent or extensive direct mailing 
distribution as per the foregoing, but if 
many persons who are attracted to such 
work could manage the occasional one, the 
overall effect could be quite appreciable 
nationwide over the course of time. 

It helps appreciably if the person involved 
in selective targeting has first-hand 
experience of the outlook of establishment 
figures but by no means is it essential. If 
you are not such a person you could still 
very usefully involve yourself in this valuable 
work or you could check with your local 
organiser as to involving yourself with a 
nationalist colleague with a view to sharing 
costs and enjoying the experience inter¬ 
change. In any case, your efforts could 
well ‘reach the parts that other efforts can 
not reach.’ © 
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PSYCHOLOGICAL WARFARE 


THE GUILT TRAP 

by Ian Buckley 


D uring the middle of August, 
BBC2 aired an interesting 
series of three programmes 
entitled Trial By Jury . The 
case depicted was fictional, 
but followed all the normal legal 
procedures. It concerned an Asian man, 
Taz Khan, who was accused of attacking 
and abducting a white youth after an 
argument. Well-known QC Michael 
Mansfield played the defense counsel for 
Taz Khan. 

Perhaps the unfortunate Mansfield is 
down to his last £300,000 or so, and is thus 
reduced to imitating 
himself in a ‘factional’ 
guide to court procedure. 

In any case Mansfield’s 
own per-formance 
reminded me of Clarissa 
Dickson Wright’s 
dismissal of her own legal 
career : “Dressing up in 
silly clothes, talking 
nonsense and being very 
well-paid for it.” 

During the course of the 
mock trial, Mansfield 
cross-examined the white 
youth in a rather unpleasant 
and hectoring manner. Assuming a solemn 
and dramatic tone, he asked the youngster: 
“Have you heard of an organisation called 
the B-N-P? That’s the British National 
Party. Have you read any of their literature 
or leaflets?” Looking at Mike’s fleshy, 
plumpish face one might imagine that his 
own reading at present doesn’t extend 
much beyond 100 Best Expense Account 
Lunches. Mansfield obviously accepts 
the Establishment’s grotesque farrago of 
smears, lies and distortion as the absolute 
truth, the last word about all those nasty 
extremists. If he took the trouble to 
actually read some nationalist literature 
he might be pleasantly surprised. In any 
case, as a barrister, he of all people should 
be familiar with the concept of hearsay, 


and not uncritically accept what one self- 
interested group says about a third party. 

For collectors of media smears, 
journalist Yasmin Alibhai-Brown’s 
statement that: “The children of BNP 
supporters often have swastikas daubed 
on their faces” must take the biscuit. 
Having made careful examination of the 
photo-feature on the Renaissance family 
day out in issue five of Patriot , I didn’t 
manage to find a single Hakenkreuz . 
Fancy that! 

The implicit assumption underlying this 
Trial By Jury was that only white 


Europeans are capable of racial hatred. A 
truly strange idea. Have the politically 
correct minions (morons?) who spread 
this nonsense never heard of the rape of 
Nanking, or the Turkish genocide of the 
Armenians, to name but two examples of 
many? 

In reality the “only white people are 
racists” argument functions very 
effectively in promoting self-hatred and a 
needless guilt complex amongst whites 
upon whom it is intended that they feel 
guilty since it disarms them from stopping 
the colonisation and genocide of their own 
country and people. 

The week after Trial By Jury was 
shown on British television, a memorial to 
the African slave trade was unveiled at 


the Merseyside Maritime Museum on the 
Liverpool waterfront. Of course, there’s 
nothing wrong in commemorating the slave 
trade, one of the many evils promoted by 
monopoly capitalism. We do, however, 
have a right to protest about the racist 
psychological warfare which suggests all 
Europeans should perpetually hang their 
heads in shame because of the slave 
trade. 

Long after Britain abolished the slave 
trade, the northern inner districts of 
Liverpool had death rates from fever and 
starvation far worse than any slave 
plantation, the working- 
class population of those 
parts living in 

indescribable squalor. In 
areas around Scotland 
Road, thousands lived out 
their usually brief and 
miserable lives in 
cramped, dank and ill-lit 
cellars with no 

ventilation. Rather as 
though these unfortunate 
Victorian Liverpudlians 
were themselves 
permanently trapped 
aboard slave ships. These 
are the ancestors of the present 
Liverpudlians who are supposed to bury 
themselves in self-abasement because 
wrongs were done to some Africans at a 
time when equal or greater infamies were 
being done to their own ancestors. 

Nor were conditions any better in more 
rural areas of the northern England, with 
poor children working long periods — 
commonly fourteen or fifteen hours — in 
cotton mills. In the stark words of an 
official report written just a few years 
before the total abolition of the slave trade 
in the British colonies: “John Lee aged 
about 9 became entangled in the 
machinery at Galgate Mill and died the 
next day.” 

Also, we should remember that some 
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The Lawrence memorial plaque . The media whipped up a howl of outrage and covered pages of newsprint when it was 
allegedly vandalised by ‘racists \ Whites were to hang their heads in shame . Later , an arrest of a 15-year-old half-caste youth 

was greeted by an almost total media blackout 


highly significant details about the slave 
trade can no longer be printed, though 
such controversial items may still be found 
in old histories and encyclopedias. Under 
the Public Order Act the truth is no 
defence either. We are censored. 
Nevertheless, it is still permissable to say 
that whites bought slaves on the West 
African coast from Africans who did 
then, and still do now, practice slavery 
regardless of European interest. It is also 
true that whites were slaves in the 
Caribbean before blacks were and it should 
never be forgotten that Britain was the 
first country to ban slavery. 

A selective and dubious reading of 
history which seeks to implicate one group 
for most of the crimes and atrocities ever 
committed is ludicrous. This trick has 
been tried on the Germans for years with 
the result that they now have among the 
lowest birth-rates and highest abortion 
figures anywhere. In almost all recent 
Hollywood action films, the villain is 
invariably a blond-haired Germanic type. 
Is this not a racial slur against blond¬ 
haired people? Don’t all national and ethnic 
groups have crimes and misdemeanours 
in the background they ’ d rather the world 
forgot about? Of course, some people are 
more skilful in hiding their dirty linen from 
public gaze than are others. 

I look forward to the day when Simon 


Weisenthal comes clean 
and adds a ‘Bulldozer 
and very flat Palestinian’ 
exhibit to his waxwork 
chamber of horrors in 
Los Angeles which he 
misleadingly entitles 
The Museum of 
Tolerance. Somehow 
though, I think that day 
will be a long time 
coming. 0 



JOHN GRIEVE: Head 
of the Police Violent 
and Racial Crimes 
unit . This self¬ 
publicist can scarcely 
go five minutes 
without publicly 
confessing 6 guilt y as to 
his own ( racism \ This 
represents cultural and 
racial self-flagellation 
at its worst 



Out of work, homeless and you want accommodation? 
Who do you think you are — A refugee? 
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POETRY 


Zhe Private of the Puffs 

By Sir Srancis Doyle 

S etting out to storm the Taku forts, at the mouth of the River Pei-ho, during a 
punitive joint French-British expedition to China in 1860, some Sikhs and a 
private of the 1st Buffs (Queen’s Regiment), having remained behind with the 
baggage train, fell into the hands of the Chinese. On the next morning they were 
brought before the authorities and commanded perform the kowtow [crawling on the 
belly] or die. The Sikhs obeyed; but Moyse, the English soldier — who had once been a 
colour-sergeant and been court-martialled for insubordination, declared that he would not 
prostrate himself before any Chinaman alive and would rather die than disgrace his 
country. Thereupon, he was taken away and beheaded. 

This episode inspired the poem — The Private of the Buffs from Sir Francis Doyle. 


Last night, among his fellow roughs, 
he jested, quaffed and swore, 
a drunken Private of the Buffs, 
who never looked before. 

Today beneath the foeman’s frown, 
he stands in Elgin’s place, 

Ambassador from Britain’s Crown, 
and type of all her Race. 

Poor, reckless, rude, low-born untaught, 
bewildered and alone, 
a heart, with English instinct fraught, 
he yet can call his own, 
aye, tear his body limb from limb, 
bring cord or axe, or flame: 
he only knows that not through him, 
shall England come to shame. 

Far Kentish hop fields round him seem’d, 

like dreams, to come and go, 

bright leagues of cherry-blossom gleam’d, 

one sheet of living snow, 

the smoke above his father’s door, 

in grey soft eddying hung, 

must he then watch it rise no more, 

doom’d by himself so young? 


Yes, honour calls — with strength like steel, 

he puts the vision by, 

let dusky Indians whine and kneel; 

an English lad must die, 

and thus, with eyes that would not shrink, 

with knee to man unbent, 

unfaltering on its dreadful brink, 

to him red grave he went. 

Vain, mightiest fleets of iron framed; 

vain, those shattering guns, 

unless proud England keep, untamed, 

the strong heart of her sons, 

so, let his name through Europe ring — 

a man of mean estate, 

who died, as firm as Sparta’s King, 

because his soul was great. 

Sir Francis Doyle 
( 1808 - 1888 ) 



Regimental badge of the Buffs 
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READ BNP PUBLICATIONS 


Read Freedom , Identity and Patriot for all 
your Nationalist news and views. 

Freedom is the party’s new broadsheet 
newspaper packed with news and facts the 
controlled media don’t want you to know. 
Sample copy 65p, post free. 

Identity is the party ’ s official new bi-monthly 
magazine which has already won wide acclaim 
and firm friends for its light, airy style and 
modem appeal. Sample copy £2.50, post free. 
(See back page for main advert) 


Patriot is Britain’s most influential 
Nationalist magazine — the vanguard of the 
New Nationalism. Read Patriot for an in- 
depth view of nationalist politics. Sample 
copy £3.00, post free (See page 12 to order 
back issues of Patriot; issues 1 - 6 shown 
below). 

Cheques/Postal Orders please to Freedom , 
or Patriot (state which) at PO Box 1032, 
Ilford, Essex IG11DY. Vox Identity see back 
page. 



Britain is being flooded with illegal immigrants. 
Only one thing can halt it - expelling illegals. Yet 
Home Secretary Jack Straw - like his predecessors, 
will not take effective action to end the invasion 

STRAW’S 

SWINDLE 



Freedom of Speech and 1 


[PRprtvnity 7999 

e Agent P, 


Taranto 1940 


rovocateurs 


Finance 



New Millennium, 


Millennium Dawn 


Time for a new beginning 



British 

Nationalist 

Back issues 

Now that BN has been replaced by 
Freedom , it’s time to complete your 
BN collection! All prices include 
postage. 


British — sa 

Nationalist ■ 

US 

SAVED 

£P0UI 

Fur 

ID! 


Oct’93 — Millwall Victory edition £3 

1994 

Mar; Apr; July; Aug; Oct; Nov £1 
each. 

1995 

Mar; Apr; July; Aug; Sep £1 each. 

1997 

Mar; Apr; May; June; July; Aug; Sep; 
Oct; Nov; Dec £1 each. 

1998 

Jan; Feb; Mar; April; May; June; July; 
Aug; Sep; Oct; Nov; Dec £10 the set 
or£1 each. 

1999 

Jan; Mar; April; May; June; July; Aug; 
Sep; Oct; Nov; Dec £1 each. 

Cheques/POs payable to ‘BNP’ at 
PO Box 1032, Ilford, Essex IG11DY 
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BNP NEWS AND ACTIVITIES 


ANNUAL RALLY A MEMBERS' 
MEETING A GREAT SUCCESS! 


T he party’s Annual Rally held over 
from the end of last year was held on 
March 11th at the prestigious National 
Hockey Stadium in Milton Keynes. 

The increasing professionalism within 
the party was evident from the start and 
throughout as the whole day went like 
clockwork. 

The redirection arrangements proceeded 
smoothly, the venue was top class, lighting 
and sound were good and the stewarding 
of the conference was both quietly 
impressive and a leap forward in terms of 
previous years. 

The quality of people attending the day 
reflected the increasingly high standards 
now being attained by the party while the 
attendance of over 250 was quite good 
considering that, unlike previous years, the 
Rally wasn’t advertised in the party’s paper 
or supporting magazines and that it was 
also initially billed as a Members’ only 
meeting. 

The numbers and quality of the meeting 
can best be gauged by the collection which 
raised £4,180 — the second highest Rally 

collection 
after the 
exceptional 
Dutch 
auction 
conducted 
by the late 
Dave Bruce 
in 1998. 

The 
Members’ 
Meeting 
part of the 
conference 
was the 
first item of the day and this was done so 
as to provide greater political and financial 
accountability for the BNP (see 
constitutional report on next page). 

With the boring but necessary task of 
voting on constitutional reform out of the 
way, the first speakers were introduced by 
meeting Chairman Mr. Frank Forte who 
enlivened the day with his sharp repartee 
and wit. These were from Regions standing 
candidates in this year’s council elections. 

W. Midland’s Regional Organiser Steve 
Edwards spoke on behalf of his region 
where the party was putting up six 





candidates and where the party hoped to 
increase upon last year’s votes. 

London was represented by Waltham 
Forest Organiser Alan Gould, who gave a 
quick briefing on London matters over the 
last year followed by coming events of 
which the London mayoral contest and 
GLA elections formed a major part. Also 
coming in for attention was the so-called 
‘Gay Games’ being held this summer in 
Alan’s home town of Walthamstow. How 
lucky Waltham Forest was, he said, to be 
on the receiving end of that! 

Regional Organiser Christian Jackson 
spoke for the North West and for Yorkshire 
which were each putting up candidates in 
Morley, Oldham, Burnley and Todmorden. 

They were followed by the party’s 
Deputy Chairman, Mrs. Sharron Edwards 
who spoke about the way in which the 
party by pursuing community politics will 
also, by virtue of leaving demos and marches 
behind, attract more women into the party. 
The number of ladies in the hall she said, 
while not large, was testament to the party 
becoming more main¬ 
stream. 

Peter Baker, the 
party’s Organiser for 
Peterborough then 
showed why he is one 
of the party’s most 
popular speakers. Wry 
observation about life 
in Blair’s Britain with 
humourous asides made 
Peter an instant Rally top table: A. 


favourite among the crowd. 

Frank Forte then led a minute’s silence 
for the late Dave Bruce before stepping into 
his shoes to conduct a fast-moving Dutch 
auction which raised £4,189 after two late 
additions were added to the pot — the 
second highest figure ever for a BNP 
collection. 

The final speaker was party Chairman 
Nick Griffin who made an impassioned 
speech slamming the establishment parties 
for letting the people down. The resentment 
and rejection of fifty years of failure was 
making Britain ripe for political change he 
said and the BNP was finally showing that 
it is capable to organise and capture that 
desire for change in which “Fifty years of 
misrule will be burnt away.” The 
enthusiastic standing ovation which swept 
from one side of the hall to the other was 
not just applause for a good speech from 
the party’s Chairman, it was a show of 
confidence felt by members that the BNP is 
getting its act together and will soon be 
poised for a breakthrough. (bn^ 


Lecomber, N. Griffin, F. Forte & S. Edwards 
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BNP NEWS AND ACTIVITIES 


CONSTITUTIONAL REFORM 


A t the party’s Annual Rally and 
Members’ Meeting (see previous 
page), the all-important constitutional 
changes outlined in the party’s February 
members’ bulletin were reviewed and voted 
upon. Patriot's own editor, Tony 
Lecomber, drew the short straw to outline 
the changes. 

He began with amendments to the main 
proposal and started by reading a letter 
from a W. Midlands party member who 
suggested that a postal voting element should 
be enabled for subsequent Members’ 
Meetings. 

While conference voted its approval for 
the concept in principle (with some half- 
a-dozen dissenters), the motion was not 
carried since there was no specific form 
of words and as such no safeguards in 
drawing up a form of words after the 
event. Nevertheless, it was noted that the 
intention of conference was clear in this 
regard and that the issue needs to be cleared 
up as soon as possible. 

THE FIRST CHANGE 

The second minor amendment affected 
Section 4, Sub-Section 1 — Elections to 
the Leadership — and provided that those 
wishing to stand for the post of party 
Chairman need five years’ continuous 
membership of the party and that they 
also be office holders within the party. 
This was designed to guard against 
frivolous challenges which would waste 
time, energy and money. 

The democratic nature of the meeting 
was illustrated by immediately 
incorporating the sensible suggestion 
made from the floor that such a person 
need not be an office holder should they 
obtain 100 signatories instead of the usual 
10. This latter proposal eliminates the 
possibility of any Chairman seeking to 
dodge a contest by preventing a credible 
challenger from becoming an office holder. 

With the motion outlined, members were 
invited to make themselves known should 
they wish to speak against the motion. 
None did so and it was carried 
overwhelmingly, again with some half-a- 
dozen dissenters. 

MAIN AMENDMENT 

Following on, the main constitutional 
reform was then moved. This solely 
affected the parts of the constitution that 
the Chairman is not entitled to change 


unilaterally and which require the consent 
of the membership for any change. In the 
main, the changes provided for increased 
financial and political accountability and 
for a slight re-wording regarding the party ’ s 
statement of principles in the light of nearly 
two decades of political and historical 
development. 

Because of the length of time since the 
constitution was written, as well as the 
document’s inadequacy, there was much 
to be changed and so the motion was 
offered as a package, rather than have each 
point voted for individually. Even so, at the 
end of each new point or change of wording, 

the reason for 



the change was argued there and 
then before moving on to the next point. 

In terms of the original document’s 
inadequacy, there was for instance a change 
made to Section 4, Sub-section 3. In the 
original, it was provided for that in the 
event that there were more than two 
candidates, an eliminator ballot would first 
be held with a run-off between the top two. 
The original wording did not take into 
account that amongst four candidates for 
instance, that one candidate might still 
secure more than fifty per cent of the vote. 
The changed wording takes this possibility 
into account. There were other amendments 
of a similar nature. As Patriot editor Tony 
Lecomber said: “The document was 
obviously put together in a great hurry and 
not very well thought out.” 


In Section 1, the party’s Statement of 
Principles , aside from a few minor 
rewordings, there is for the first time an 
explicit acceptance of democracy, the lack 
of which had left the party open to a 
‘fascist’ smear. In addition, the party has 
restated that the party is committed to 
restoring ‘the over-whelmingly white 
makeup of the British population that existed 
in Britain prior to 1948.’ This, however, 
will be done through ‘legal changes, 
negotiation and consent.’ This provision 
will make it a lot easier for party spokesmen 
to put the party’s point of view over in a 
more appealing way. It is important to note 
that the principle remains the same, only 
the methods have changed as have 
circumstances — first argued for by 
Nick Griffin some eighteen months ago 
and passed into party policy last year 
under Mr. Tyndall’s Chairmanship. 

Section 4, Elections to the Leadership, 
tightened up an otherwise sloppy 
document, eliminated the prospect of 
frivolous leadership challenges distracting 
the party and provided for the appointment 
of a Deputy Chairman. 

A NEW SECTION — MORE 
ACCOUNTABILITY 

A new Section 5, The Advisory Council, 
was inserted which provided for a formal 
council at the top of the party with the 
power to appoint the party’s auditor and 
power to call a Members’ Meeting, 
something that no one except the Chairman 
has previously been able to do. Within this 
Section, the new Will Trust is also provided 
for to stop a corrupt Chairman running off 
with the party’s money. 

Section 13, Members’ Meetings 
(previously the old Section 12), was also 
included since it was key to ‘locking in’ 
against unilateral change by the Chairman 
Sections 1,4 and 5 and needed therefore to 
be ‘locked in’ itself and this was the only 
essential change. 

After the changes had been read through 
and explained one by one, Mr. Lecomber 
asked any member present whether they’d 
like to make themselves known and speak 
against the motion. He also explained that 
the changes involved required a two-thirds 
majority to pass the motion. No one, 
however, wished to speak against the 
motion, and when he called for the vote, the 
changes were passed unanimously by the 
members present. 
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Identity is the first ever OFFICIAL free, yearly subscriptions £15, both 

magazine of the BNP. Bi-monthly and 28 from:- Identity at 
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